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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SIMPSON).

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 13, 2005.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MICHAEL K.
SIMPSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

PRAYER

The Reverend Dr. Arnold B. Lovell,
Senior Pastor, Second Presbyterian
Church, Knoxville, TN, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Eternal Father, strong to save;
throughout the centuries You have
guided the hands, hearts, and lives of
the founders, leaders, and citizens of
this Nation. We invoke Your presence
and power today for those upon whom
the mantle of leadership has fallen. As
the Members of Congress gather this
day, give them courage, clarity of vi-
sion, and compassionate hearts, that in
their frailty as human beings they
might carry out the enormous task of
service to which they have been called.

May the decisions made in the delib-
erations of this day be governed by the
common good, virtue, and the prin-
ciples of participation, affirming the
equality that all men and women have
before You, O God. Give our represent-
atives strength and honesty to avoid
the politics of personal agendas, power,
and partisanship, that they might
serve the public good. And may all
glory be given unto You, Almighty
God. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

—————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. EDWARDS led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

WELCOMING THE REVEREND DR.
ARNOLD B. LOVELL

(Mr. DUNCAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, our guest
chaplain today is my friend, Dr. Arnold
Lovell, pastor of the Second Pres-
byterian Church in Knoxville.

The Second Presbyterian is one of
Knoxville’s leading churches with ap-
proximately 1,000 members. Arnold has
led that church as a senior pastor since
1997. Prior to that, he served for 10
years on the faculty of Union Theo-
logical Seminary in Richmond, VA, as
a professor of evangelism. He still
teaches there in summer programs.

Before that he was pastor of the first
Presbyterian Church in South Charles-
ton, WV. Dr. Lovell has two doctorates
and is a leader in denominational ac-
tivities of the General Assembly of the
Presbyterian Church in the United
States.

Before going into the ministry, he
was a coach of football and other
sports at West Davidson High School in

North Carolina. He is a chaplain for the
Knoxville Quarterback Club and an
avid fan of NASCAR and U.T. football.

He and his wife Emily have two
daughters, Carolyn and Catherine, and
the Lovell women are here today in the
gallery.

Arnold Lovell is a patriotic Amer-
ican, a leader in both Tennessee and
the Nation, and I am fortunate to have
him as a friend and as guest chaplain
in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives today.

———————

THE RETURN OF “DISCOVERY”’

(Mr. DELAY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, 2 years ago
on a Saturday morning, the vessel and
crew of space shuttle mission STS-107
were lost in the high skies over Texas.

That same day, even in mourning,
America made a promise to the mem-
ory of the Columbia Seven that our
journey in space will continue, that
their legacy of discovery would survive
them.

This afternoon at 3:51 on the east
coast, the space shuttle Discovery, car-
rying as it will two women, five men,
and the ancient hopes of an entire
planet, will keep that promise by rock-
eting out of our atmosphere and into
history.

Commander Eileen Collins and her
crew, James Kelly, Andrew Thomas,
Wendy Lawrence, Charles Camarda,
Stephen Robinson, and Soichi Noguchi
will pilot the safest, most sophisti-
cated, and reliable spacecraft ever
built back into low earth orbit to begin
NASA’s historic work realizing Presi-
dent Bush’s bold new vision for space
exploration.

That mission will command the phys-
ical and intellectual energies of some
of America’s brightest and bravest for
years to come. The men and women of
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NASA, some of my constituents and
some of my heroes, who devote their
lives to doing the impossible for our
Nation and our world, will spend the
next decade and more on a techno-
logical and visionary quest: To send
and resend the shuttle fleet into space
to complete the International Space
Station; to examine with unprece-
dented vigor and precision in the gal-
axy’s preeminent laboratory the long-
term exposure of the human body to
microgravity and radiation; to design
and construct the next generation of
American spacecraft; to return to the
moon; and to plot and endeavor a
manned mission to Mars.

The exploration of the unknown is
one of the innate motivating forces of
our species. That universal and ancient
yearning will be satisfied today by
NASA’s heroic ‘“‘corps of discovery’ in
a mission not to conquer space, but to
conquer human ignorance.

The darkness will be lighted, and this
afternoon seven heroes will carry the
torch of human discovery into the void.

Our future in space is still unknown
and unknowable: The station remains
incomplete, the moon is still years
away, and Mars is still a red speck in
the night sky, but today’s launch is a
step toward our destiny.

And like all steps into the unknown,
the voyage of Discovery, T-minus 5
hours and 40 minutes, will prove the
next giant leap in ‘‘the most hazardous
and dangerous and greatest adventure
on which man has ever embarked.”

————

VETERAN FUNDING SHORTFALL

(Mr. SALAZAR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. Speaker, as a
veteran, I have made a pledge to serve
my country, and because of my desire
to defend the ideals of democracy that
I still cherish.

As part of our commitment, the
Army promised all veterans a variety
of benefits. In the past several years, I
have seen some of those promises turn
from honored commitments to vet-
erans and their families to empty
words that seem to be worth nothing
more than the paper they are written
on.

Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks ago, we were in-
formed the Veterans Administration
would fall short by more than a billion
dollars of what is needed to provide
critical services to veterans. I was an-
gered and dismayed at this gross neg-
ligence and oversight and spoke before
this very House in strong support of
the emergency spending bill passed 2
weeks ago.

We will soon be seeing another re-
quest from the President to complete
the needed funding for the health care
of our Nation’s veterans. I will support
this measure too because I support our
veterans, but it is absurd and it is a
crying shame that the health of vet-
erans boils down to bitter partisan
fights.
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As Democrats, we have repeatedly
demanded full funding for our veterans’
needs. It is our duty to fully fund the
Veterans Administration and do it
right the first time, not after three or
four attempts.

———

WELCOMING ELIZABETH
ALEXANDER

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, birth is a
happy event for all peoples. We rejoice
because we hope that child will make
the world better. Every time a child is
born, the Good Lord is making a bet on
the future of mankind. We do not pick
our parents, and we do not get to pick
the country of our birth. And we who
are born in the U.S.A. are the most for-
tunate of all people in the history of
the world.

Last night in Waco, Texas, about the
time the sun was going down, 8:29 p.m.,
Elizabeth Lenna Alexander was born, 7
pounds 3 ounces, July 12, 2005. The
world she has been born into is full of
the good and the not so good.

Our country must always be willing
to protect the greatest resource, the
innocent of our country, the soul of our
future, our children.

It is my hope that her parents, Kara
and Shane Alexander, will raise Eliza-
beth with a sense of justice and com-
passion, community, courage, and a
deep sense and concern for liberty.

So Elizabeth, as your grandfather, I
welcome you to the U.S.A. Make it a
better place, a place of more freedom.

——
URGING CANDOR ON IRAQ

(Mr. EMANUEL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, you
cannot solve a problem if you do not
acknowledge that you have a problem.
In that light, I appreciate and applaud
the comments of outgoing Under Sec-
retary of Defense Doug Feith made to
the Washington Post concerning the
costly mistakes made in Iraq.

During a recent interview, Mr. Feith
said, ‘It is an extremely complex judg-
ment to know whether the course that
we chose with its pros and cons was
more sensible.”

Further, he noted the transfer of
power to Iraqis did not happen fast
enough and that we were not able to
train the Iraqis.

Mr. Feith’s comments stand in con-
trast to the President’s inability and
unwillingness to acknowledge any er-
rors made in the Iraq war effort.

The administration did a great job
planning for a quick victory on the
battlefield and for occupation, yet
things have not turned out as planned.
Some of today’s challenges are a direct
result of those mistakes made by the
administration.
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After 1,800 American lives, more than
10,000 wounded American GIs and $340
billion with no end in sight, now is the
time to level with the American peo-
ple. If we are going to be successful, we
must work together, and to work to-
gether, you must be frank and honest.

Mr. Feith, thank you for your recent
candor. Mr. President, we can do it. We
are here to help, but it starts with
truth and candor.

———

UTILIZING THE MISSISSIPPI
RIVER

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, how do
you haul corn, soybeans, fertilizer, pe-
troleum products, coal and rock from
Chicago, Illinois, to the port of New Or-
leans, or from the port of New Orleans
up to Chicago, Illinois, without taking
870 tractor-trailer trucks over our
highway system? That is 870 trucks
that burn diesel fuel, 870 trucks that
clog our interstate highway system, 870
trucks that made some of our roads
less safe.

Mr. Speaker, you do it by the river,
by the Mississippi River system. That
is one of the best ways in which we can
be an environmental steward, by get-
ting all of these trucks off the road.
That is one of the best ways that we
can unclog our highway and transpor-
tation system. That is one of the best
ways that we get a better return on in-
vestments and lower price fuels is by
doing that.

The Water Resources Development
Act, which we will take up on the floor
this afternoon and tomorrow, is the
best way to be a good environmental
steward, energy security, and promote
the well-being of all Americans. I ask
Members support for passage.

————
VALERIE PLAME’S IDENTITY

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, when
news broke early this week that Karl
Rove was involved in the outing of CIA
agent Valerie Plame, it was clear that
either Karl Rove had been withholding
his involvement from the White House,
or that the White House knew of his in-
volvement and falsely allowed the pub-
lic to believe he had no role in the
scandal.

This Congress should be outraged by
Mr. Rove’s involvement and should be
demanding answers from both him and
the White House. I would like to know
when exactly, if ever, President Bush
was told of Mr. Rove’s involvement. If
the President did indeed know, that
means that the White House is in-
volved in a coverup which should be in-
vestigated by this House.

Mr. Rove’s actions are a major abuse
of power. Valerie Plame was a covert
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CIA agent stationed in many hot spots
around the world. When someone in the
White House decided to leak her name
to reporters, they were not only jeop-
ardizing Plame’s life, but also the lives
of other covert agents she has been in
contact with.

Mr. Speaker, House Republicans
should be concerned about whether or
not this White House has been spread-
ing this information. The only way we
can get answers is by conducting a con-
gressional investigation. It is time that
this Congress do its job.

SPACE SHUTTLE LAUNCH

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 2
years ago, the Nation mourned the
space shuttle Columbia tragedy. Presi-
dent Bush declared, ‘‘This cause of ex-
ploration and discovery is not an op-
tion we choose, it is a desire written in
the human heart.”

Today, seven more astronauts will
take hold of that desire and follow
their heart into space. This return to
flight marks a new era of space travel
with unparalleled safety measures. As
the crew tests new safety techniques
and delivers much-needed supplies to
the International Space Station, we
will all watch. We will watch with ex-
citement and pride, and we will re-
member. We will remember and honor
the lost crew of the space shuttle Co-
lumbia.

The Columbia crewmembers valiantly
gave their lives pursuing knowledge in
our name for space exploration and
today, we continue our quest to get our
shuttle program back.

Mr. Speaker, thanks to those who
worked so hard to get that shuttle pro-
gram back. To today’s crewmembers,
Eileen Collins, James Kelly, Charles
Camarda, Wendy Lawrence, Soichi
Noguchi, Steve Robinson, and Andy
Thomas, may they be safe and may
their mission be successful. We thank
them for their dedication, their deter-
mination, and their courage. Godspeed.

——
O 1015
SOCIAL SECURITY PRIVATIZATION

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, early
this year the President said, ‘‘There’s
no Social Security trust.” Lately,
some White House supporters in this
Congress say they want to establish
private accounts with money from the
same trust fund which the President
says does not exist. That way, when fa-
vored Wall Street interests take the
money from the administration’s pri-
vate accounts and lose it in stock spec-
ulation, they can turn around and tell
the American people, ‘‘Hey, the money
was never there to begin with.”
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There is a line in the Bible which
says, ‘“That which is crooked cannot be
made straight.”” Think about that line
when you think about Social Security
privatization.

———
AMERICA’S FLOURISHING
ECONOMY
(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, Fridays are turning out to be
a great day for American workers for
more than one reason. Last Friday, the
Department of Labor announced that
over 146,000 new jobs were created for
American workers in June. Over the
last 256 consecutive months, 3.7 million
Americans have gone to work due to
President Bush’s tax cuts. Addition-
ally, the national unemployment rate
has dropped over the past year to b per-
cent, which represents the fastest de-
cline in nearly a decade. More Ameri-
cans are working now than ever before
in our Nation’s history and our tax re-
ceipts continue to rise as the Federal
deficit continues to steadily decline.
The Congressional Budget Office now
predicts that our deficit may fall to
under $325 billion. Friday’s job reports
continue to bring positive news for
American families and prove that
President Bush’s tax cuts are moving
the economy forward.

In conclusion, God bless our troops
and we will never forget September 11.

———

VETERANS HEALTH CARE
FUNDING

(Mr. EDWARDS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, it has
now been 13 days since the House could
have passed a $1.5 billion emergency
VA health care spending bill to address
the VA health care crisis in America.
Unfortunately for millions of Amer-
ica’s veterans, the House leadership re-
fused to pass the bipartisan bill that
the Senate had already passed by a
vote of 96-0. We could have already had
help on the way, but the House leader-
ship said no.

Yesterday, the VA confirmed what
House Democrats said on this floor 13
days ago, the House leadership-backed
VA bill does not fully address the VA
health care crisis. Every day that goes
by is a day when veterans are either
having their important health care de-
layed or canceled. The House Repub-
lican leadership caused this VA health
care crisis by underfunding VA health
care for 2 years. Now they have a re-
sponsibility to deal with it.

Now I hear the House leadership says
we might be on vacation this Friday.
What is more important, Members of
the House taking a vacation this Fri-
day or addressing the needs of Amer-
ica’s veterans?
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VETERANS HEALTH CARE
FUNDING

(Mr. BUYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I would
say that my good friend from Texas’s 1-
minute is very unfortunate because,
CHET, you and I are working together.
We are working with your colleague,
Chairman WALSH, to find the right
number. And so to try to say that, gee,
there is a bogeyman, there is a bad per-
son here, that is false. What we are
looking for, CHET, is to get the right
number.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The Chair would advise
Members that they should address
their remarks to the Chair and not to
other Members either in the second
person or by given name.

Mr. BUYER. I can address the Chair,
but I think we know who we are talk-
ing to.

I am hopeful, Mr. Speaker, that the
gentleman who just spoke will be very
careful, because we are trying to work
together to get the right number. I
think it is an embarrassing moment.
When we ask the administration for
the number, they testify to a number,
and then we find that it is not right po-
tentially? We are trying to get the
number right and to make sure that
veterans are served properly on a bi-
partisan basis. Please, let us not erode
that.

—————

VA FUNDING SHORTFALL

(Mr. EVANS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks
ago the administration told Congress
that the VA health care system did not
need any more money. Then, feeling
the heat, they said they needed an ad-
ditional $9756 million. Just yesterday,
the Bush administration conceded that
it had made another mistake. Now
they say they need another $300 mil-
lion. It is clear that either the adminis-
tration cannot get it right or does not
want to get it right. The nearly $1.3
billion that the administration now ad-
mits is necessary this year is the
amount Democrats have been working
hard for this last year. The Republican
leadership has consistently fought ade-
quate increases in the VA health care
budget. Now, more than 50,000 veterans
are coming to health care appoint-
ments and being denied care. It is time
to stop nickel-and-diming veterans
health care and give the veterans of
this country what they need and de-
serve.

—————

POSITIVE ECONOMIC NEWS

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker,
there is great economic news for Amer-
ican workers. The reason this economy
is growing is because of small business.
That is why we are celebrating Small
Business Week. We found out from the
Bureau of Labor Statistics last week,
256 months of consecutive economic
growth, 146,000 jobs in June. We have
unemployment at near historic lows.
We are going to see the deficit $100 bil-
lion less than projected. The reason
that is happening, the reason we have
steady economic growth, is because the
tax reductions are working. The tax re-
ductions are working, and we are see-
ing higher Federal revenues.

We are going to continue with this. It
shows that the agenda laid forth by the
majority leadership has worked for all
Americans, and we are going to con-
tinue to work to reduce Federal regula-
tions like the bills we did in dealing
with OSHA to make the environment
more friendly for small business to do
what they do best, create those jobs.
We look forward to continuing to cre-
ate the environment for a great com-
petitive American workplace.

———————

WHITE HOUSE STONEWALLING ON
ROVE

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, it
has now been 2 days since we discov-
ered Karl Rove told a Time magazine
reporter that Ambassador Joe Wilson’s
wife was a CIA agent, and what is the
response from the White House? Si-
lence.

White House press secretary Scott
McClellan has refused to take ques-
tions from reporters for the last 2 days
on Karl Rove, citing an ongoing Fed-
eral investigation. However, McClellan
had no trouble spreading erroneous in-
formation about Rove’s supposed inno-
cence.

On October 1, 2003, McClellan was
asked about Rove’s involvement; and
after first stating that there was an on-
going investigation taking place,
McClellan continued by stating, ‘‘It’s
simply not true that he was involved in
leaking classified information.”

Nine days later in reference to an-
other question about Rove, McClellan
began by reminding reporters of an on-
going investigation, but then contin-
ued by stating that Rove had assured
him he was not involved.

It now turns out that everything the
White House was saying was false. Mr.
Speaker, the ongoing investigation is
not what is keeping the Bush White
House from commenting. They are
stonewalling because they cannot ex-
plain these falsehoods away. It is time
for the stonewalling to end.

———

THE ECONOMY

(Mr. CHOCOLA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Mr. CHOCOLA. As we have heard, Mr.
Speaker, last week our country did re-
ceive more good economic news. The
jobless rate fell to 5 percent in June,
the lowest rate since September of 2001.
Economic growth has continued to av-
erage a strong and steady 4 percent.
The deficit is down by over $100 billion
to its lowest point in 3 years. And tax
receipts have skyrocketed this year.

That news should send a clear signal
to Members of this body, it is time to
give the tax cuts of 2003 the credit that
they deserve. Time and again we have
learned that the best way to achieve
growth and create jobs is for hard-
working people to keep more of their
own money in their own pockets.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
help sustain this growth and help
eliminate the deficit by controlling
spending and making the 2003 tax cuts
permanent.

———

VA BUDGET SHORTFALL

(Ms. BERKLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, once
again the administration is forced to
admit that it failed to acknowledge the
full extent of the VA’s budget shortfall.
In June, the administration submitted
a request for $9756 million to keep the
VA ship afloat. This number was a
joke. Democrats, myself included, pro-
tested that at least $1.3 billion would
be required to meet the VA’s obligation
to our Nation’s veterans.

Former VA Secretary Anthony
Principi, then Chairman Chris Smith
and Ranking Member EVANS, the Inde-
pendent Budget, the American Legion,
and countless veterans wrote Members
of Congress and warned us that the VA
could not operate with the budget re-
quest submitted by the administration.
As usual, the administration stub-
bornly clung to its ridiculously low fig-
ure. Once again, the administration
was wrong.

Now that the administration ac-
knowledges its billion-dollar shortfall,
let us make sure our veterans are pro-
vided for and that no veteran in this
country goes without the best health
care we can provide to these great
Americans.

———

NEED TO MONITOR FEMA

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to
address the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ex-
press my condolences to Floridians in
the wake of Hurricane Dennis. Hurri-
cane Dennis blasted into Florida as a
category 3 storm and is estimated to
have caused about $1 billion worth of
damage and the loss of seven lives. I
share my fellow Floridians’ anguish
over their losses. This hurricane unfor-
tunately is just the first of many that
will assail Florida’s coasts.
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Last year, FEMA bungled cleanup ef-
forts in the aftermath of four terri-
fying hurricanes by refusing to pay for
debris removal on private roads, slow
reimbursement, and exorbitant over-
payments in the Miami-Dade area.

I urge FEMA to respond quickly to
this latest hurricane so that the 2004
debacle is not repeated.

———

ROVE NEEDS TO BE STRAIGHT-
FORWARD ABOUT HIS INVOLVE-
MENT IN VALERIE PLAME SCAN-
DAL

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, Karl
Rove needs to stop hiding behind his
attorney and be straightforward with
the American people about his involve-
ment in the Valerie Plame scandal.
Whether or not Karl Rove is the only
administration official who leaked in-
formation to reporters remains to be
seen. What is clear today is that Karl
Rove has not been up-front with the
American people. He has consistently
denied any involvement in the case de-
spite the revelation on Monday
through his attorney that he did indeed
tell a Time magazine reporter that Jo-
seph Wilson’s wife was a CIA agent.
This is a serious breach of trust on
Karl Rove’s part. Truth and trust are
devalued when this happens.

Larry Johnson, a former CIA opera-
tive who worked with Plame, explained
how serious Rove’s actions were, and I
am quoting: ‘“The fact that she’s been
undercover for 3 decades and has been
divulged is outrageous because she was
put undercover for certain reasons.
One, she works in an area where people
she meets with overseas could be com-
promised.”

He needs to step down.

———
LONDON BOMBING

(Mr. GINGREY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to offer my deepest condolences
to our friends in London who suffered a
heinous attack of terrorism last week
when several bombs tore through their
public transit system. Events like the
London bombing remind us how abso-
lutely important it is to stand firm
against terrorism wherever it rears its
hideous head. We must never let down
our guard.

Next week, the House is slated to
take up legislation to reauthorize 16
provisions in the PATRIOT Act. Those
in Congress acted quickly in the wake
of September 11 to get this strong leg-
islation passed to help safeguard our
Nation from the agony of another ter-
rorist attack.

So far, we have been successful. The
PATRIOT Act has helped our intel-
ligence and law enforcement officials
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prevent another attack from occurring
on American soil. But last week’s Lon-
don bombings remind us that we are
still in the middle of a fierce battle.
Our safety depends on our intelligence
and law enforcement officials having
the tools they need to track terrorists
and to prevent terrorism, at home and
abroad. Indeed, this is not the time to
let down our guard.

———
0 1030

SUPPORT THE FLAKE-
BLUMENAUER AMENDMENT TO
ENSURE THAT THE UPPER MIS-
SISSIPPI RIVER LOCK AND DAM
EXPANSION IS JUSTIFIED

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, we
heard earlier today that there is a need
to have a massive investment in the
lock system in the Mississippi River to
avoid having product move up and
down in trucks. That is not the issue.

The problem that we are facing now
is that more and more of the grain and
other agricultural product are being
shipped by truck and rail because it
needs to get to locations not served by
the Mississippi River system. This has
been shown by the Congressional Re-
search Service and the National Acad-
emy of Science.

The bill that is coming before us for
a vote next week would be the Nation’s
most expensive waterway project and
would siphon off 10 to 15 percent of all
core construction funding for years,
perhaps decades, to come, for an area
where the barge traffic is actually
going down.

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port the amendment that the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and I
are offering that would allow the
project to go forward only if the min-
imum standards that make it economi-
cally viable are, in fact, met over the
next 3 years.

————

TAXES AND BUDGET

(Mr. MCHENRY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. McHENRY. Mr. Speaker, since
President Bush took office in January
2001, America has seen a recession that
began before the administration was
really up and running, the worst terror
attacks in the history of the world,
scandals that rocked the Fortune 500
companies and our financial markets, a
war in Afghanistan, a war in Iraq, and
the highest energy prices in recent
memory.

We have faced enormous economic
challenges that should have devastated
the United States; but, instead, we
have seen 4 years of economic growth,
the best housing market in American
history, all more evidence that tax re-
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lief benefits the economy. And getting
the government off the backs of the
taxpayers actually helps our economic
engine.

The 2001 tax cuts and the 2003 cuts on
capital gains and dividends have been
the linchpin to our economic rebound.
Federal tax receipts are up this year.
State tax receipts are up this year. The
economy is turning around, and we
have reduced the deficit by $100 billion
this year alone, all the work of tax re-
lief and tight budgets, what we as Re-
publicans believe, what we are fighting
for, and they work.

——————

TRUTH, TRUST, AND
ACCOUNTABILITY

(Mr. MORAN of Virginia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, truth, trust, and accountability
should be the defining characteristics
of the American Presidency.

President Bush’s press secretary, in
October of 2003, Scott McClellan, told
the White House press corps and,
through them, the world at large that
Karl Rove and two other high-level ad-
ministration officials had assured him
that they were not involved in outing
CIA covert agent Valeria Plame. He
said that unequivocally.

Now we find that Karl Rove has sat
back in timid silence while he has
watched two reporters go through the
costly, torturous experience of legal
prosecution, all to protect his identity.

Mr. Speaker, the 41st President of
the United States, George Bush, for
whom the CIA headquarters is named,
said that what Karl Rove did was an
act of treason. Mr. Speaker, it is time
to hear from the President of the
United States.

————

STOPPING THE SPREAD OF
TERROR

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of the pledge made by Prime
Minister Tony Blair. He said that we
must ‘‘defeat terror and emerge from
this horror with our values, our way of
life, our tolerance and respect for oth-
ers undiminished.” I support that
pledge.

The attacks on London show that the
war on terror is not over, nor is it con-
fined to a specific geographical do-
main. Securing our homeland is only
one facet of the war. Spreading democ-
racy in the savage lands where ter-
rorism is allowed to propagate is an-
other.

In the face of terrorism, a united
front is one of the strongest weapons. A
terrorist network that believes a na-
tion so tested will fold under pressure
of a few horrific acts may capture its
attention, but will not achieve its sub-
mission. The terrorists who attacked
Great Britain have underestimated the
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resolve of an alliance that shares the
ideals of freedom and democracy.

Those of us who thought the threat
of terrorism receded with time now
look no further than the horror visited
on our closest allies. Complacency only
allows the waves of terror crashing
over the Western World to cause ero-
sion. None of us in either country
should be content to live under this
constant threat. We must instead in-
sure ourselves against such terror by
allowing democracy to spread and
flourish.

——
VETERANS HEALTH CARE

(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, talk is
cheap, but health care is very expen-
sive; and for the last 5 years, the Bush
administration has offered our vet-
erans empty rhetoric while denying
them access to needed health care.

As veterans groups and Democrats
fought to increase the veterans budget
for the last 3 years, the Republican ma-
jority and the White House have been
in deep denial. But I get weekly re-
ports, and I bet you do too, from my
veterans rep who tells me that people’s
treatment has been delayed, denied,
people who cannot even get in the door
for 6 months.

Now, 2 weeks ago, the administration
admitted, well, I guess we need another
$1 billion for health care for veterans
this year. Today they said it is $3 bil-
lion more; but they say, oh, you know,
we just could not have known, we could
not have anticipated there would be
veterans coming home from Iraq or Af-
ghanistan who are wounded and injured
and need services. They did not know
there was a war going on. And they
also said they could not anticipate the
aging of the World War II and Korean
veterans. They did not build that into
the budget. They just did not know.

But they had a chairman on that side
for a couple of years who told us he did
know. He told us we needed more
money, and they fired him from that
job. At least a few Republicans are
standing up for what is right.

——

TIME FOR KARL ROVE TO COME
CLEAN

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I guess
the Republican leadership is now
condoning Karl Rove’s behavior, but
think about what the previous Presi-
dent Bush said about this.

On September 30, 2003, and I am
quoting President Bush, this is the cur-
rent President Bush, “‘If there is a leak
out of my administration, I want to
know who it is, and if the person vio-
lated the law, the person will be taken
care of.”

Well, that was nice talk then, but
now it appears that it was all talk. The
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Republican leadership has no problem
condoning Karl Rove’s behavior and his
leak. On Monday we learned that Karl
Rove leaked Valeria Plame’s identity,
an act that Bush’s father called trea-
sonous.

Rove’s actions were an outrageous
abuse of power, but the longer Presi-
dent Bush allows him to remain on the
job, the more it looks like the Presi-
dent is condoning activity that his own
father called treasonous. It is amazing
to me that the Republican leadership is
now willing to come to the floor and
say that that is okay. It is outrageous.

Listen to what the previous Presi-
dent Bush said: ‘““‘Don’t let this stone-
wall continue on the part of the White
House.”

It is time that Karl Rove come clean.
It is time that the President force him
to resign.

——

ECONOMY AND JOBS

(Mr. HENSARLING asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker,
thanks to President Bush’s economic
growth plan passed by Republicans in
Congress, I am very pleased to relay
even more good news about America’s
expanding economy, growing jobs
gains, and shrinking Federal deficit.

First, our economy grew at 3.8 per-
cent in the first quarter. This is the
14th consecutive quarter of growth and
one of the strongest growth perform-
ances in years. Secondly, a recent Con-
gressional Budget Office report shows
yet another decline in the Federal def-
icit due to this economic growth. The
deficit is down about $100 billion. More
good news. The unemployment rate has
now declined to 5 percent, the lowest
level since that tragic day on 9/11.

Over the last 2 years, more than 3.7
million new jobs for the future have
been created in America. These encour-
aging reports show once again that the
tax relief for families and small busi-
nesses which President Bush and the
Republican Congress passed is paying
dividends: more jobs, higher incomes,
and a lower deficit.

THE BUSH LEGACY: LARGEST
NATIONAL DEBT IN HISTORY

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, today
the administration is telling us that
the Federal budget deficit for this year
will not be as large as they were pre-
dicting it would be back in January.
Some are taking this as evidence of
some type of supply-side miracle, but
nothing could be further from the
truth.

As analysts at Goldman Sachs have
pointed out today, this year’s large in-
crease in tax receipts stems from tem-
porary factors that are unlikely to be
repeated, and some short-term im-
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provement does not change the big pic-
ture.

The Bush administration has given
us a record: the largest national debt
in history, over $7 trillion; and they
have raised the ceiling, the debt ceiling
three times. This breaks down to each
citizen’s share being over $26,000. And
they still have a record trade deficit,
another record: the largest in history.

The administration may have an-
other excuse to ignore the long-term
structural budget problems of this Na-
tion, but the American people deserve
to know the truth: $7 trillion, a debt
that our children will have to pay.

———

TIME FOR THE WHITE HOUSE TO
CLEAN UP ITS HOUSE

(Mr. MENENDEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, rais-
ing questions about national security
is not partisanship; it is patriotism.

Now that we know that Karl Rove,
the Deputy Chief of Staff at the White
House outed a CIA agent, Republicans
have begun to try to forgive the unfor-
givable, to explain the unexplainable.
And to suggest that Karl Rove was sim-
ply trying to set a news story straight
as a reason for outing a CIA agent is
unacceptable.

CIA agents operate in secret so they
can protect America from its enemies,
from terrorism here at home. When
their identity is revealed, not only are
they put at risk, but America is also
put at risk.

Whether Karl Rove violated the law
or not is a question for the special
prosecutor; but the White House said
they had a higher standard, and it is
the standard that should be enforced
with Mr. Rove.

Former CIA agents have said that if
this is not treacherous, it might very
well be treasonous. Either way, it is
time for the White House to clean up
its house.

——
FUNDING FOR VETERANS

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, the cor-
nerstone at the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs from the time of Abra-
ham Lincoln has read: ‘“To care for
them who shall have borne the battle,
their widows, and their orphans.”” Why
can this administration not keep that
promise?

Veterans who have served our coun-
try and are now coming home, and the
World War II, Korean, Vietnam and
Persian Gulf War vets who are aging,
are lined up, over 50,000 currently wait-
ing to get into the system. Our doctors
and nurses are stressed out.

We know we need $1 billion addi-
tional funds for veterans health care.
We seem to be able to find money for
everything else in the world, but the
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administration cannot get it right, or
does not want to get it right on vet-
erans care. A couple of weeks ago they
said they did not need any more
money. Then, yesterday, they said, oh,
wait, maybe we need $300 million, when
their own chairman that they took off
the committee 2 years ago, robbing
him of his distinguished career here in
public service to veterans, told us we
needed $1 billion, and they ripped him
off the committee.

That is really wrong. It is not meet-
ing our commitments to those on
whom our freedom rests. And do my
colleagues know what? It is having a
major impact on our ability to recruit
in our Guard, Reserve and Army, be-
cause they do not believe that this
country will keep the promise that we
have had enshrined since Lincoln . . .
to care for those who have borne the
battle.

————
[ 1045

VETERANS HEALTH CARE
SHORTFALL

(Ms. HERSETH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. HERSETH. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my concern shared by
many of my colleagues this morning
regarding the veterans affairs health
care budget shortfall.

I am afraid this shortfall is further
evidence that the misgivings many
Members of Congress, veterans, and
veterans service organizations have
had about the VA health care budget
have been justified.

The bottom line, in recent years vet-
erans health care has not been given
sufficient consideration when it comes
time to write the budget. Providing the
benefits earned by veterans, yester-
day’s heroes and today’s, is part of the
Federal Government’s responsibility to
provide for the common defense, a re-
sponsibility that should direct our
funding priorities.

The necessity to reprogram $1.27 bil-
lion to the medical services account for
fiscal year 2005 and possibly up to $1.7
billion, not factoring in $600 million for
enrollment fees and increased co-pay-
ments that will not be accepted by
Congress, over the President’s request
for fiscal year 2006 is an obvious signal
that VA health care is not suitably
funded to meet the needs of our vet-
erans.

However, this is not the first indica-
tion that the problem existed. It is not
a problem that has crept into the sys-
tem in the last few months. It is a
problem that has existed for many
years. I am pleased that we are now
working to solve the shortfalls of fiscal
year 2005 and 2006 and to ensure effec-
tive methodologies that can produce
reliable projections regarding adequate
levels of funding in the future.

———

HONOR OUR TROOPS

(Mr. FARR asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, the Presi-
dent asked this Nation to fly the flag
for our troops over the Fourth of July
holiday. But while the Nation supports
the active duty men and women in uni-
form serving in harm’s way, the Presi-
dent is shortchanging the soldiers who
are now serving and will be veterans in
the future.

Mr. Speaker, I serve on the appro-
priations subcommittee most ably led
by the ranking member, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS), who has led
the battle of pointing out the under-
funding of the Veterans Administra-
tion for health care. We now see it is a
fact.

Both the Republican leadership in
the House and the Senate made a quick
fix. The Democrats have said this fix is
not enough, claiming that we will have
a greater shortfall as the veteran sol-
diers from Iraq come home.

If you truly want to honor those
serving, you have to pledge to honor
them in the future. Fully funding vet-
erans health care is the most patriotic
way we can honor our troops, all of
whom will some day be veterans.

———
SUPPORT OUR TROOPS—GIVE
VETERANS BETTER HEALTH CARE
(Mr. FILNER asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-

marks.)

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, this
morning in ‘“CQ Today’ we see:
“Shortfall in Veterans Funds Wid-

ened.”

The chairman of our committee says,
well, we have to find the right number
somewhere; we have to find the right
number.

Well, I tell you, we had a process
where we had the right number. The
veterans service organizations through
this Independent Budget said exactly
what was needed and what we should
have both for this year and for the
coming year. But did we listen to
them? No.

The Democrats on the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs, the Democrats on
this floor tried to amend the appropria-
tions bills so we would get the money
that veterans need. They were voted
down by a strict party-line vote: all the
Democrats voting for the veterans, all
the Republicans voting against.

We are at war, Mr. Speaker. The way
that we win a war is to make sure that
the troops when they come home have
sufficient funding for health care. I
have a thousand veterans on the wait-
ing list at my veterans hospital in San
Diego. The brave young men and
women who are returning from Iraq
and Afghanistan will have a high prob-
ability of having post-traumatic stress
disorder, PTSD.

Will they get the treatment they
need? No. Will they have to wait a year
for a dental appointment? Yes.

Let us support our troops by sup-
porting them when they come home
with proper VA health care funding.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will postpone further
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend rules on which a recorded vote or
the yeas and nays are ordered, or on
which a vote is objected to under
clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken tomorrow.

VETERANS’ COMPENSATION COST-
OF-LIVING ADJUSTMENT ACT OF
2005

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1220) to increase, effective as of
December 1, 2005, the rates of disability
compensation for veterans with serv-
ice-connected disabilities and the rates
of dependency and indemnity com-
pensation for survivors of certain serv-
ice-connected disabled veterans, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1220

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as ‘‘Veterans’ Com-
pensation Cost-of-Living Adjustment Act of
2005”".

SEC. 2. INCREASE IN RATES OF DISABILITY COM-
PENSATION AND DEPENDENCY AND
INDEMNITY COMPENSATION.

(a) RATE ADJUSTMENT.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall, effective on December 1,
2005, increase the dollar amounts in effect for
the payment of disability compensation and de-
pendency and indemnity compensation by the
Secretary, as specified in subsection ().

(b) AMOUNTS TO BE INCREASED.—The dollar
amounts to be increased pursuant to subsection
(a) are the following:

(1) COMPENSATION.—Each of the dollar
amounts in effect under section 1114 of title 38,
United States Code.

(2) ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION FOR DEPEND-
ENTS.—Each of the dollar amounts in effect
under section 1115(1) of such title.

(3) CLOTHING ALLOWANCE.—The dollar amount
in effect under section 1162 of such title.

(4) NEW DIC RATES.—The dollar amounts in ef-
fect under paragraphs (1) and (2) of section
1311(a) of such title.

(5) OLD DIC RATES.—Each of the dollar
amounts in effect under section 1311(a)(3) of
such title.

(6) ADDITIONAL DIC FOR SURVIVING SPOUSES
WITH MINOR CHILDREN.—The dollar amounts in
effect under section 1311(b) of such title and
paragraph (1) of section 1311(f) of such title (as
redesignated by subsection (e) of this section).

(7) ADDITIONAL DIC FOR DISABILITY.—The dol-
lar amounts in effect under sections 1311(c) and
1311(d) of such title.

(8) DIC FOR DEPENDENT CHILDREN.—The dol-
lar amounts in effect under sections 1313(a) and
1314 of such title.

(c) DETERMINATION OF INCREASE.—

(1) BASE FOR INCREASE.—The increase under
subsection (a) shall be made in the dollar
amounts specified in subsection (b) as in effect
on November 30, 2005.

(2) PERCENTAGE OF INCREASE.—Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (3), each such amount shall
be increased by the same percentage as the per-
centage by which benefit amounts payable
under title II of the Social Security Act (42
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U.S.C. 401 et seq.) are increased effective Decem-
ber 1, 2005, as a result of a determination under
section 215(i) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 415(i)).

(3) ROUNDING.—Each dollar amount increased
pursuant to paragraph (2) shall, if not a whole
dollar amount, be rounded down to the next
lower whole dollar amount.

(d) SPECIAL RULE.—The Secretary may adjust
administratively, consistent with the increases
made under subsection (a), the rates of dis-
ability compensation payable to persons within
the purview of section 10 of Public Law 85-857
(72 Stat. 1263) who are mot in receipt of com-
pensation payable pursuant to chapter 11 of
title 38, United States Code.

(e) DESIGNATION CORRECTION.—Section 1311 of
title 38, United States Code, is amended by re-
designating the second subsection (e) (added by
section 301(a) of the Veterans Benefits Improve-
ment Act of 2004 (Public Law 108—454; 118 Stat.
3610)) as subsection (f).

SEC. 3. PUBLICATION OF ADJUSTED RATES.

At the same time as the matters specified in
section 215(i)(2)(D) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 415(i)(2)(D)) are required to be published
by reason of a determination made under sec-
tion 215(i) of such Act during fiscal year 2006,
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall publish
in the Federal Register the amounts specified in
subsection (b) of section 2, as increased pursu-
ant to that section.

SEC. 4. CODIFICATION OF FISCAL YEAR 2005
COST-OF-LIVING ADJUSTMENT PRO-
VIDED IN PUBLIC LAW 108-363.

(a) VETERANS’ DISABILITY COMPENSATION.—
Section 1114 of title 38, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a),
inserting ‘‘3108°°;

(2) in subsection (b),
inserting ‘‘3210°’;

(3) in subsection (c),
inserting “‘$324°’;

(4) in subsection (d),
inserting ‘‘3466°°;

(5) in subsection (e), by striking
inserting ‘‘3663°’;

(6) in subsection (f), by striking
inserting “‘8839°’;

(7) in subsection (g), by striking “‘$1,029”" and
inserting ‘‘31,056°’;

(8) in subsection (h), by striking ‘$1,195” and
inserting ‘‘31,227°’;

(9) in subsection (i), by striking “$1,344”’ and
inserting ‘‘31,380°’;

(10) in subsection (7), by striking ‘32,239 and
inserting ‘‘32,299°’;

(11) in subsection (k)—

(A) by striking ‘882" both places it appears
and inserting ‘‘$84°’; and

(B) by striking ‘32,785 and ‘33,907’ and in-
serting “‘$2,860°° and ‘84,012, respectively,

(12) in subsection (1), by striking ‘32,785 and
inserting ‘‘32,860°’;

(13) in subsection (m), by striking $3,073”
and inserting ‘‘33,155°’;

(14) in subsection (m), by striking ‘$3,496”
and inserting ‘33,590°’;

(15) in subsections (o) and (p), by striking
83,907 each place it appears and inserting
“$4,0127;

(16) in subsection (r), by striking ‘‘$1,677 and
82,497 and inserting ‘$1,722” and $2,564"’,
respectively; and

(17) in subsection (s), by striking ‘82,506 and
inserting ‘‘32,573.

(b) ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION FOR DEPEND-
ENTS.—Section 1115(1) of such title is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (4), by striking ‘38127’
and inserting ‘‘$130°’;

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘3219’
and ‘365 and inserting ‘3224’ and ‘‘$66°°, re-
spectively;

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking $86”°
and ‘865 and inserting ‘388’ and ‘366", re-
spectively;

(4) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘$103”’
and inserting “‘$105°’;

by striking ‘8106’ and

by striking ‘3205’ and

by striking ‘‘$316”° and

by striking ‘‘$454”° and

““$646”° and

“$817”" and
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(5) in  subparagraph (E), by
““$241’and inserting ‘‘3247”’; and

(6) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘3202
and inserting ‘‘$207’.

(c) CLOTHING ALLOWANCE FOR CERTAIN DIs-
ABLED VETERANS.—Section 1162 of such title is
amended by striking ‘$600° and inserting
“3616°".

(d) DEPENDENCY AND INDEMNITY COMPENSA-
TION FOR SURVIVING SPOUSES.—

(1) NEW LAW DIC.—Section 1311(a) of such title
is amended—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking <$967° and
inserting ‘‘$993”’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking 3208 and
inserting ‘‘3213”°.

(2) OLD LAW DIC.—The table in paragraph (3)
of such section is amended to read as follows:

“Pay grade Monthly rate

striking

E-1 $993
E-2 $993
E-3 .. $993
E4 .. $993
E-5 .. $993
E-6 .. $993
E-7 .. $1,027
E-§ ... $1,084
E-9 .. 1$1,131
W-1 ... 31,049
wW-2 ... $1,091
W-3 ... $1,123
w— ... $1,188
O-1 .. 31,049
0-2 .. $1,084
0-3 .. $1,160
04 .. $1,227
0-5 .. 81,351
0-6 .. 81,523
o-7 .. $1,645
0-8 .. $1,805
0-9 ... $1,931
0-10 282,118

1 If the veteran served as sergeant major of the
Army, senior enlisted advisor of the Navy, chief
master sergeant of the Air Force, sergeant major
of the Marine Corps, or master chief petty offi-
cer of the Coast Guard, at the applicable time
designated by section 1302 of this title, the sur-
viving spouse’s rate shall be $1,221.
2 If the veteran served as Chairman or Vice-
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Chief of
Staff of the Army, Chief of Naval Operations,
Chief of Staff of the Air Force, Commandant of
the Marine Corps, or Commandant of the Coast
Guard, at the applicable time designated by sec-
tion 1302 of this title, the surviving spouse’s rate
shall be $2,272.”".

(3) ADDITIONAL DIC FOR CHILDREN OR DIS-
ABILITY.—Section 1311 of such title is amended—

(4) in subsection (b), by striking “$241”° and
inserting ‘‘3247°°;

(B) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘$241”° and
inserting ‘$247’; and

(C) in subsection (d), by striking “$115” and
inserting ““‘$118”.

(e) DEPENDENCY AND INDEMNITY COMPENSA-
TION FOR CHILDREN.—

(1) DIC WHEN NO SURVIVING SPOUSE.—Section
1313(a) of such title is amended—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking “$410” and
inserting ‘‘3421°°;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking 3590 and
inserting ‘‘3605°°;

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking “$767° and
inserting “$787°’; and

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking 3767’ and
“$148 and inserting ‘8787 and ‘“‘$151”°, respec-
tively.

(2) SUPPLEMENTAL DIC FOR CERTAIN CHIL-
DREN.—Section 1314 of such title is amended—

(4) in subsection (a), by striking “$241° and
inserting ‘‘3247°’;

(B) in subsection (b), by striking “$410” and
inserting ““‘$421°°; and

(C) in subsection (c), by striking $205° and
inserting ‘‘3210°°.
SEC. 5. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT TO IMPROVE

BUSINESS PRACTICES OF VETERANS
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION.
(a) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT REQUIRED.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans
Affairs shall conduct a demonstration project
under this section for the improvement of busi-
ness practices of the Veterans Health Adminis-
tration.

(2) PERFORMANCE-BASED CONTRACT.— To
carry out the demonstration project, the Sec-
retary shall enter into a performance-based con-
tract for a contractor to carry out the functions
specified in subsection (e).

(3) COST LIMITATION.—The total amount paid
to the contractor under the contract may not ex-
ceed $10,000,000.

(b) COMMENCEMENT AND DURATION OF
PROJECT.—The demonstration project shall be
conducted during the two-year period beginning
on the first day of the first month beginning
more than 120 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(c) SITES FOR CONDUCT OF PROJECT.—The Sec-
retary shall conduct the demonstration project
at two facilities, at least one of which shall be
a medical center, of the Veterans Health Admin-
istration within the same service area (referred
to as a Veterans Integrated Service Network) of
the Veterans Health Administration. The two
facilities at which the project is conducted shall
be selected by the Secretary from among facili-
ties that the Secretary determines have rel-
atively low performance for recovery or collec-
tion of indebtedness from third-party payors
under section 1729 of title 38, United States
Code.

(d) SELECTION OF CONTRACTOR.—The Sec-
retary shall carry out the process for selection of
the contractor for the demonstration project so
that the contractor to perform the contract is se-
lected, and the contract is awarded, not later
than three months after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. The contractor shall be an en-
tity or organization that has significant exrperi-
ence in the administrative processing of health
care charges and claims.

(e) FUNCTIONS OF CONTRACTOR.—The Sec-
retary shall provide in the contract for the fol-
lowing functions of the contractor with respect
to each facility at which the demonstration
project is conducted:

(1) Detailed specification of existing business
processes that the contractor determines are rel-
evant to the capability of the facility to recover
or collect indebtedness from third-party payors
under section 1729 of title 38, United States
Code.

(2) Reengineering of the business processes
identified under paragraph (1), including provi-
sion for standardized application of such reengi-
neered processes throughout the facility.

(3) Establish and implement a plan to transi-
tion from the business processes identified under
paragraph (1) to the reengineered and standard-
ized businesses established pursuant to para-
graph (2).

(4) Establishment of a comprehensive database
containing third-party payor information for
veterans receiving health care and services at
the facility.

(f) VHA PROJECT MANAGER.—As part of the
demonstration project, the Secretary shall en-
sure that a Veterans Health Administration em-
ployee is designated to be the full-time project
manager for the project and that such employ-
ee’s duty station is at one of the facilities at
which the project is conducted, with provision
for visits as needed to the other facility at which
the project is conducted.

(9) EMPLOYEE PROTECTION.—The Secretary
shall administer the demonstration project so
that during the period of the conduct of the
demonstration project there is no reduction in
active full-time equivalent employees of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs at the facilities at
which the project is conducted that is attrib-
utable to the conduct of the demonstration
project.

(h) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—

(1) PERIODIC PROGRESS REPORTS ON PROJECT
IMPLEMENTATION.—
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(A) REPORTS REQUIRED.—The Secretary shall
submit to Congress progress reports on the im-
plementation of the demonstration project.

(B) TIME FOR PROGRESS REPORTS.— Such re-
ports shall be submitted as expeditiously as fea-
sible after the end of—

(i) the 60-day period and the 90-day period be-
ginning on the date of the enactment of this
Act; and

(ii) the 60-day period, the 90-day period, and
the 180-day period beginning on the date of the
award of the contract under subsection (d).

(C) MATTER TO BE INCLUDED.—Each report
under this paragraph shall set out the progress
to date of the demonstration project, including—

(i) before the contractor has been selected,
progress toward selection of the contractor
(identified by the steps in the acquisition proc-
ess that have been accomplished and that re-
main to be accomplished); and

(ii) after the contractor has been selected—

(1) the contractor’s progress in initiating and
carrying out the demonstration project in ac-
cordance with the requirements of this section;
and

(II) a copy of each contract under the dem-
onstration project and any change order or
modification to any such contract.

(2) INTERIM REPORTS ON PROJECT OPER-
ATION.—After the completion of the first 12
months, and after the completion of the first 18
months, of the demonstration project, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress an interim re-
port on the operation of the demonstration
project to that date. Each such report shall in-
clude the following:

(A) The assessment of the Secretary as to
whether the rate of recovery or collection of in-
debtedness owed the United States from third-
party payors has improved by reason of the
project.

(B) The assessment of the Secretary as to the
performance of the contractor.

(3) FINAL REPORT.—

(A) REQUIREMENT.—After the conclusion of
the demonstration project, the Secretary shall
submit to Congress a final report on the project.

(B) CONTENT.—The Secretary shall include in
that report—

(i) the matters specified in paragraph (2);

(ii) the Secretary’s estimate of cost savings to
the Department attributable to the reengineered
business processes implemented under the dem-
onstration project, with supporting evidence
and documentation for such estimate; and

(iii) the Secretary’s recommendation for imple-
menting on a permanent basis the recovery or
collection system demonstrated in the project
and expanding the project to other facilities of
the Veterans Health Administration.

(C) SUBMISSION.—The final report shall be
submitted not later than 90 days after the con-
clusion of the demonstration project.

(i) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW AND RE-
PORTS.—

(1) REVIEW.—The Comptroller General shall
review the demonstration project on an ongoing
basis.

(2) REPORTS.—The Comptroller General shall
submit to Congress a report on the Comptroller
General’s findings and recommendations con-
cerning the demonstration project—

(4) after the operation of the demonstration
project for a period of one year; and

(B) after the operation of the demonstration
project for a period of two years.

(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs for the conduct of
the demonstration project under this section the
sum of $10,000,000.

SEC. 6. PARKINSON’S DISEASE RESEARCH, EDU-
CATION, AND CLINICAL CENTERS.

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF
CENTERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 73
of title 38, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:
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“§7329. Parkinson’s Disease research, edu-
cation, and clinical centers

‘““(a) The Secretary, upon the recommendation
of the Under Secretary for Health and pursuant
to the provisions of this section, shall designate
six Department health-care facilities as the loca-
tions for centers of Parkinson’s Disease re-
search, education, and clinical activities and
(subject to the appropriation of sufficient funds
for such purpose) shall establish and operate
such centers at such locations in accordance
with this section.

““(b) In designating locations for centers under
subsection (a), the Secretary, upon the rec-
ommendation of the Under Secretary for Health,
shall—

‘(1) designate each Department health-care
facility that as of January 1, 2005, was oper-
ating a Parkinson’s Disease research, edu-
cation, and clinical center unless (on the rec-
ommendation of the Under Secretary for Health)
the Secretary determines that such facility does
not meet the requirements of subsection (c) or
has not demonstrated effectiveness in carrying
out the established purposes of such center or
the potential to carry out such purposes effec-
tively in the reasonably foreseeable future; and

“(2) assure appropriate geographic distribu-
tion of such facilities.

‘““(c) The Secretary may not designate a
health-care facility as a location for a center
under subsection (a) unless the peer review
panel established under subsection (d) has de-
termined under that subsection that the pro-
posal submitted by such facility as a location for
a new center under subsection (a) is among
those proposals which have met the highest
competitive standards of scientific and clinical
merit, and the Secretary (upon the recommenda-
tion of the Under Secretary for Health) deter-
mines that the facility has (or may reasonably
be anticipated to develop) each of the following:

‘“(1) An arrangement with an accredited med-
ical school which provides education and train-
ing in neurology and with which such facility is
affiliated under which residents receive edu-
cation and training in innovative diagnosis and
treatment of chronic neurodegenerative diseases
and movement disorders, including Parkinson’s
disease.

““(2) The ability to attract the participation of
scientists who are capable of ingenuity and cre-
ativity in health-care research efforts.

“(3) A policymaking advisory committee com-
posed of appropriate health-care and research
representatives of the facility and of the affili-
ated school or schools to advise the directors of
such facility and such center on policy matters
pertaining to the activities of such center during
the period of the operation of such center.

‘““(4) The capability to conduct effectively
evaluations of the activities of such center.

‘““(5) The capability to coordinate, as part of
an integrated national system, education, clin-
ical, and research activities within all facilities
with such centers.

‘““(6) The capability to jointly develop a con-
sortium of providers with interest in treating
neurodegenerative diseases, including Parkin-
son’s Disease, and other movement disorders, at
facilities without such centers in order to ensure
better access to state-of-the-art diagnosis, care,
and education for neurodegenerative disorders
throughout the health care system.

‘““(7) The capability to develop a national re-
pository for the collection of data on health
services delivered to veterans seeking care for
neurodegenerative diseases, including Parkin-
son’s Disease, and other movement disorders in
the health care system.

‘“‘(d)(1) The Under Secretary for Health shall
establish a panel to assess the scientific and
clinical merit of proposals that are submitted to
the Secretary for the establishment of new cen-
ters under this section.

“(2)(A) The membership of the panel shall
consist of experts in neurodegenerative diseases,
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including Parkinson’s Disease, and other move-
ment disorders.

““(B) Members of the panel shall serve as con-
sultants to the Department for a period of no
longer than two years except in the case of pan-
elists asked to serve on the initial panel as spec-
ified in subparagraph (C).

“(C) In order to ensure panel continuity, half
of the members of the first panel shall be ap-
pointed for a period of three years and half for
a period of two years.

“(3) The panel shall review each proposal sub-
mitted to the panel by the Under Secretary and
shall submit its views on the relative scientific
and clinical merit of each such proposal to the
Under Secretary.

““(4) The panel shall not be subject to the Fed-
eral Advisory Committee Act.

““‘(e) Before providing funds for the operation
of any such center at a health-care facility
other than a health-care facility designated
under subsection (b)(1), the Secretary shall as-
sure that the center at each facility designated
under such subsection is receiving adequate
funding to enable such center to function effec-
tively in the areas of Parkinson’s Disease re-
search, education, and clinical activities.

“(f) There are authorized to be appropriated
such sums as may be necessary for the support
of the research and education activities of the
centers established pursuant to subsection (a).
The Under Secretary for Health shall allocate to
such centers from other funds appropriated gen-
erally for the Department medical services ac-
count and medical and prosthetics research ac-
count, as appropriate, such amounts as the
Under Secretary for Health determines appro-
priate.

““(g) Activities of clinical and scientific inves-
tigation at each center established under sub-
section (a) shall be eligible to compete for the
award of funding from funds appropriated for
the Department medical and prosthetics re-
search account and shall receive priority in the
award of funding from such account insofar as
funds are awarded to projects for research in
Parkinson’s disease and other movement dis-
orders.”’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
7328 the following new item:

““7329. Parkinson’s Disease research, education,
and clinical centers.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 7329 of title 38,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall take effect on October 1, 2005.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. BUYER) and the gentle-
woman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. BUYER).

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1220, as amended,
is one of the more important bills the
committee brings to the floor each
year. This bill, as amended, would au-
thorize the cost-of-living adjustment
effective December 1, 2005 for veterans
with service-connected disabilities and
their survivors.

The projected increase is 2.3 percent,
but may be higher or lower depending
on changes in the consumer price
index. After our ranking member, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS),
speaks, the gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE), a member of
the Subcommittee on Disability Assist-
ance and Memorial Affairs, will provide
a more detailed description of this pro-
vision.
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H.R. 1220, as amended, will also au-
thorize a demonstration project to im-
prove the ability of the Veterans
Health Administration to collect funds
from third party insurance companies.
Under certain circumstances, the VA
may bill insurance companies for the
treatment of conditions that are not a
result of injuries or illnesses incurred
or aggravated during military service.
Despite improvements, weaknesses in
VA’s billing and collection process still
exist. Every dollar rightfully owed to
the VA and not collected is a dollar
less to veterans care.

We are working to ensure the VA can
accurately forecast health care de-
mand. We must also ensure that the
system is able to collect a just debt. I
expect that all revenue collected from
the project will be returned to the VA
medical center where the pilot occurs
and not be subjected to appropriations
offsets.

Finally, the bill would permanently
authorize six Parkinson’s disease re-
search, education and clinical centers.
Parkinson’s disease affects as many as
1.5 million Americans. While treatment
exists, we are still in search of a cure.

Currently, the VA has six of these
centers. They provide researchers the
ability to see results rapidly and put
their knowledge to use in helping pa-
tients. These centers, working with
other VA clinicians, treat tens of thou-
sands of veterans with Parkinson’s dis-
ease. This section will ensure that the
VA continues this invaluable research
and treatment.

I want to thank my ranking member,
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
EVANS), for his work on this part of the
bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BUYER) for his help and his work on
this; the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS), as al-
ways; and subcommittee chairman, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MILLER),
for their continued efforts to ensure
the value of veterans benefits does not
erode as the cost of living increases.

H.R. 1220, the Veterans’ Compensa-
tion Cost-of-Living Adjustment Act of
2005 will help our service-disabled vet-
erans and their survivors maintain the
purchasing power of their benefits in
2006. Although we do not know at this
time the amount of the increase until
the consumer price index is calculated
in October, I believe this bill will help
VA Dbeneficiaries keep the value of
their benefits. No amount of money
can adequately compensate our vet-
erans for the loss of their health and
families for the loss of loved ones. It is
important that the benefits which our
Nation provides to partially com-
pensate for such losses do not lose
their value over time.

In 2004, over 28,000 veterans in Nevada
received disability benefits compensa-
tion or pension payments from the VA,
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and thousands of Nevada family mem-
bers and survivors received VA cash
benefits. The actions we are taking
here today will help Nevada veterans
and families who depends on these VA
benefits.

I am particularly pleased that the
bill contains an amendment that I was
pleased to offer to include the transi-
tional DIC benefit in the COLA. With-
out the amendment, the value of the
$250 transitional benefit paid to sur-
viving spouses with minor children for
their first 2 years of eligibility would
have eroded in value by 2006.

Mr. Speaker, this is the least we can
do for our Gold Star wives and their
children.

I am also pleased to note that the bill
contains authority for six VA Parkin-
son’s disease centers. I believe that the
research conducted at those centers
will improve the lives not only of the
veterans with Parkinson’s, but of many
thousands of other Americans.

Veterans in Las Vegas are already
reaping the benefits of the local VA’s
affiliation with the Southwest Center
in West Los Angeles. I want to thank
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
EVANS) in particular for bringing this
to our attention and making sure that
it was a top priority for the VA com-
mittee.

The bill also contains provisions for a
demonstration project to improve VA’s
procedure for collecting money owed
by third parties such as insurance com-
panies when VA provides medical care
for veterans with nonservice-connected
conditions.

H.R. 1220 will receive my full support.
It deserves the full support of all Mem-
bers of this House.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS),
the ranking member of the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am proud
that H.R. 1220, in addition to providing
veterans with needed health care, in-
cludes the cost-of-living adjustment as
well. This will permanently authorize
VA Parkinson’s centers as well. Some
42,000 veterans with Parkinson’s re-
ceive care at the VA.

In 5 years, an estimated 39,000 older
veterans will have the disorder. Treat-
ments exist for Parkinson’s, but re-
search continues to improve treat-
ments and to search for a cure.

VA is on the cutting edge of research
and treatment because of these cen-
ters. Veterans service organizations
and Parkinson’s advocates all support
the permanent authorization of these
centers.

While the bill does not also authorize
VA’s two multiple sclerosis centers, I
continue to support the centers and
hope they can work so we can get them
properly authorized.

Authorizing the centers will make
sure that the VA will continue to be a
model of innovation in the delivery of
health care and research for this chron-
ic disease. This bill offers hope to vet-
erans and others with Parkinson’s. I
ask my colleagues for their support.
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Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Maine
(Mr. MICHAUD).

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me time
and for her leadership in this effort.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1220, the Veterans’ Compensa-
tion Cost-of-Living Act of 2005. I be-
lieve that this is a good bipartisan bill.
Each year we pass the COLA for vet-
erans. This ensures that veterans bene-
fits maintain their value as the cost of
living goes up. These benefits were
earned by the men and women who
have served our country and their fam-
ilies, and they should not be allowed to
diminish.

These benefits are critical to helping
many veterans and their families make
ends meet. I would also like to thank
the gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms.
BERKLEY) for her efforts to include a
provision to improve benefits that I
have been working on since I became a
Member of Congress.

Last Congress in response to the VA
evaluation, we passed legislation to
provide an increase of $250 to the
monthly DIC benefits for surviving
spouses with children under 18 years of
age for the first 2 years of eligibility.

While I believe that we should make
this benefit permanent, especially in
light of our brave men and women giv-
ing their lives in Afghanistan and Iraq,
the provision in today’s bill is ex-
tremely important and will ensure that
this benefit maintains its value over
time.

Finally, I am pleased that this legis-
lation will allow the VA to continue its
important work on Parkinson’s disease
research. I would like to thank the
chairman, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. BUYER), and the ranking member,
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
EVANS), for their leadership in this
very important legislation.

This is a good bill to help veterans
and their families across the country. I
urge my colleagues to support it.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
South Dakota (Ms. HERSETH).

Ms. HERSETH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 1220, the Veterans’ Compensa-
tion Cost-of-Living Adjustment Act,
which authorizes the annual cost-of-
living adjustment for disabled veterans
and their survivors.

I would like to thank the chairman,
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BUYER), and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS),
for their leadership on the full com-
mittee and for their good work in shep-
herding this bill to the floor today. I
would like to thank the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. MILLER) and the
ranking member, the gentlewoman
from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY) of the Sub-
committee on Disability Assistance
and Memorial Affairs, for their hard
work and bipartisan leadership.
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Mr. Speaker, I support this legisla-
tion and am a proud cosponsor of the
bill because it is an important way we
can keep our Nation’s promise to the
veterans who have served. This legisla-
tion is aimed at improving the quality
of life for disabled veterans and their
families whose sacrifices and contribu-
tions to our great country should not
be forgotten. I believe the way we treat
our veterans is a moral issue and we
need to do the right, moral, honorable
thing with respect to disabled veterans
and their families.

There are more than 3,000 veterans in
my home State of South Dakota who
received disability compensation last
year, and tens of thousands more na-
tionwide who rely on this annual cost
of living increase to help support a dig-
nified quality of life. With wounded
young servicemen and women return-
ing home by the thousands from battle-
fields in Iraq and Afghanistan, we
know there is a new and growing gen-
eration that is equally deserving of
this modest increase to reflect a rising
cost of living. It is imperative we work
to provide this newest generation of
veterans and their families with the
benefits they have earned and deserve.

This bill will provide continuing as-
sistance for these brave men and
women who will forever live with the
scars of their sacrifice. We must honor
their service by considering veterans’
care to be an ongoing cost of war.

I would like to thank the gentle-
woman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY) for
an amendment she offered in com-
mittee, which was passed and included
in this bill to provide a cost of living
adjustment in fiscal year 2006 for the
additional payment of $250 per month
for the first 2 years of dependency in-
demnity compensation eligibility to
surviving spouses with minor children.

I also would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS) for
his work to include a provision to pro-
vide for the establishment of Parkin-
son’s Disease Research Education Clin-
ical Centers in the Veterans Health Ad-
ministration of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs.

Again, I am proud to support H.R.
1220, the Veterans’ Compensation Cost-
of-Living Adjustment Act, and urge my
colleagues to do the same.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE), a
member of the committee.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
the Veterans’ Compensation Cost-of-
Living Adjustment Act of 2005. H.R.
1220, as amended, would provide a cost-
of-living adjustment, in the same
amount as given to Social Security re-
cipients, to disabled veterans and their
surviving spouses. Veterans who re-
ceive disability compensation and sur-
vivors of certain veterans would re-
ceive a full COLA beginning on Decem-
ber 1 of this year. Congress has pro-
vided for these increases every fiscal
year since 1976.
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This bill would also codify the cur-
rent amounts of disability compensa-
tion and dependency and indemnity
compensation. More than 2.6 million
American veterans are receiving serv-
ice-connected disability compensation.
Many of them reside in my Congres-
sional District. These benefits are paid
monthly and range from $108 per
month for a 10 percent disability to
$2,299 for a 100 percent disability.

Additional monetary benefits are
available for our most severely dis-
abled veterans as well as those with de-
pendents. Spouses of veterans who died
on active duty or as a result of a serv-
ice-connected disability likewise are
entitled to monetary compensation.
Additional amounts are paid to sur-
vivors who are housebound or in need
of aid and attendance or who have
minor children.

Currently, more than 336,000 sur-
viving spouses and children are receiv-
ing survivor benefits. The administra-
tion’s fiscal year 2006 budget projects a
2.3 percent cost-of-living increase, but
it may be higher or lower, depending
on changes in the Consumer Price
Index. The exact percentage will be
calculated as of September 30 of this
year.

I certainly want to thank the sub-
committee’s chairman and ranking
member, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. MILLER), and the gentlewoman
from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY), respec-
tively, for their work on H.R. 1220, as
amended. I also want to commend the
chairman of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BUYER), and
ranking member, the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. EvANS) for their leader-
ship in bringing the bill to the floor
today, as well as the subcommittee
staff on both sides of the aisle for their
hard work on this issue.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 1220, as amended.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire how much time I have remain-
ing?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The gentlewoman from Ne-
vada has 12 minutes remaining.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MALONEY).

(Mrs. MALONEY of New York asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
this time and for her outstanding, con-
sistent leadership on behalf of our vet-
erans. It is incredibly important.

I rise in full support of this increase
of benefits of an across-the-board cost-
of-living adjustment, but I rise particu-
larly to speak about the authorization
for the permanent Parkinson’s disease
research education. As the founder and
co-chair of the Parkinson’s Task Force,
this is critically important. Many of
our veterans, because of exposure to
toxic elements, suffer from Parkin-
son’s. This research is important. Some
of their breakthroughs in these vet-
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erans’ research facilities have led to
cures.

I rise in strong support of the overall
bill and for this particular aspect that
will help many veterans and many
Americans across our Nation.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER).

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time and for her leadership on vet-
erans’ issues.

I too rise in support of H.R. 1220, the
Veterans’ Compensation Cost-of-Living
Adjustment Act, and I would just like
to speak briefly about two provisions
in it.

This bill will, in December, provide a
cost-of-living adjustment to the dis-
ability compensation received by our
Nation’s veterans, and to compensation
received by their widows. A transi-
tional benefit to widows with minor
children, who will receive an extra $250
per month for 2 years, is specifically
included in this cost-of-living increase.

The compensation that veterans and
their widows receive does not ade-
quately compensate them for their
losses, but we hope it will ease their
burden and let them know our Nation
is grateful. It is important this com-
pensation keep abreast of the rising
cost of living.

Another provision of the bill estab-
lishes, subject to appropriations, a Par-
kinson’s Disease Research Educational
and Clinical Center in six VA health
care facilities, with appropriate geo-
graphical distribution of these centers.
These centers would cooperate with an
accredited medical school, one that
provides education and training in neu-
rology and attracts the participation of
scientists who are capable of ingenuity
and creativity in their research efforts.

The centers would provide the oppor-
tunity for VA clinicians to more fully
understand Parkinson’s Disease and
collaborate on innovative treatments.
The findings would be shared with fa-
cilities without research centers in
order to ensure access to state-of-the-
art information through our VA health
care system. I am especially supportive
of the provision which would advance
our knowledge of Parkinson’s Disease
and would provide new treatments to
those who are suffering.

So let us support H.R. 1220, but let us
not get too self-congratulatory about
this bill. It is a necessary bill. It is al-
ready provided for in the appropria-
tions process, but the amount of money
we are talking about in this bill is
very, very small compared to the
shortfall in the health care budget of
the VA that we have been informed
about by our new Secretary of VA.

Mr. Speaker, we are being irrespon-
sible by not approving an adequate
health care budget for our veterans.
While today we approve the Disability
Compensation COLA, we are still leav-
ing our veterans health care short by
billions of dollars, both in this year’s
and next year’s budget.
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And for those who say, well, we did
not know about it, or it was a bad
mathematical model that was used,
these are rather ridiculous statements.
The Independent Budget, which has
been formulated by our veterans’ serv-
ice organizations in a very profes-
sional, a very detailed way, forecast
the exact amount that we would need
in the health care budget. While the
chairman of our committee is going
around searching for a right number,
the number was right here in the inde-
pendent budget.

And, in fact, Mr. Speaker, the Demo-
crats in this House tried to get this
budget number into our budget. But
were we allowed to? No, we were not al-
lowed to vote on it in our committee.
We were not allowed to vote on it on
the floor. There were attempts to do
that by the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
EDWARDS) and the gentlewoman from
Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY). I had an amend-
ment on the floor to put the required
money in the budget that we were
lacking for our veterans, and I was
ruled out of order. Out of order to help
our veterans? I will tell you what was
out of order, and that was the process
that the majority party set up.

Mr. Speaker, I have a thousand vet-
erans in San Diego, California, who are
on a waiting list to get into the VA
health system. Does that sound like we
were adequately funding our health
care? We will have thousands of return-
ing Veterans from Iraq and Afghani-
stan, many with PTSD, post-traumatic
stress disorder, who will not be able to
get the required counseling at our VA
centers. They will have to wait a year
for a dental appointment. Is this sup-
porting our troops? Is this showing how
much we care about them?

Mr. Speaker, the way to show that
we support our troops is to treat them
well when they return home. We al-
ready have unsettling reports of vet-
erans returning from Iraq and Afghani-
stan. We have reports of veterans who
suffer from PTSD probably, who are
committing domestic violence, who
have not gotten help from the VA and
who may be on the streets already. We
know what happens to the troops when
they do not get the proper help. Half of
the homeless on the streets today are
Vietnam vets.

That is a tragedy, that is a disgrace,
and an incredible immoral act that we
have allowed this country to commit,
to put our veterans on the streets. But
the same thing is going to happen
again. The same thing is going to hap-
pen again if we do not adequately fund
this budget.

This House voted a week ago to put
$900 million into this year’s budget.
The Senate appropriated 1.5 billion.
And the Veteran’s Committee chair-
man said, oh, I do not know how they
got their number. Well, that is the
right number. We should vote for the
Senate number. We can get this passed
for veterans immediately, and then we
can fix the 2006 budget in our regular
appropriations process.
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Mr. Speaker, when the President says
support our troops, support our troops,
support our troops, and then does not
provide the adequate funding when
those troops come home, we are not
doing the job that we should be doing
to thank the veterans for their service.
It is time to adequately fund the
health care budget. It is time to listen
to the Independent Budget. It is time
for the chairman to listen to those who
have been saying this for years. It is
time to show proper respect for the
veterans who have given us our free-
dom today.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I would urge everybody
to support H.R. 1220, everyone in this
body. I do not think there is a reason
why anybody should be voting against
it. It is a very important piece of legis-
lation. But I would like to echo what
the gentleman from California (Mr.
FILNER) has so eloquently stated in his
floor remarks.

When I g0 home and talk to my vet-
erans, they look to me for my help and
my support in providing the health
care that they so justly deserve and are
entitled to. This Congress needs to step
up to the plate and do what we know is
right. We cannot continue short-
changing our veterans. We cannot con-
tinue low-balling them, taking the low-
est number, when we know it is the
highest number that will barely suffice
to provide for the health care needs of
our veterans.

Our older veterans, Vietnam, Korea,
World War II, some left in World War I,
these men and women age, and they
are continuing to age. We will have
hundreds of thousands of veterans from
our latest operations across the globe.
Let us be farsighted. Let us be prepared
for what is coming. And let none of us,
none of us, have the temerity or the
audacity to state that we did not know
what the needs of the veterans were or
what they will be confronted with in
the near future. Let us all be on the
same page, work in a bipartisan way,
and let us do what is right for our vet-
erans. And let us pass unanimously
H.R. 1220.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

(Mr. BUYER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the ranking member of the com-
mittee, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. EVANS), for his work and coopera-
tion on this legislation. I also would
like to say to him that he is a cham-
pion of Parkinson’s Disease, and I am
proud of his leadership by example and
I am proud of his spirit to live and
equally am proud to call him my
friend.

I also commend the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. MILLER) and the gentle-
woman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY),
the chairman and ranking member on
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the Subcommittee on Disability Assist-
ance and Memorial Affairs, for their
timely work concerning H.R. 1220, en-
suring that disabled veterans and their
survivors receive their COLA.

I would also like to thank the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS)
and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
STRICKLAND), the chairman and rank-
ing member of the Subcommittee on
Oversight and Investigations, for their
hard work on reaching a compromise
on the authorization of the demonstra-
tion project.

I am equally appreciative of the hard
work of the staff directors of the ma-
jority and the minority, Art Wu and
Len Sistek for their work to improve
the bill.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the Veterans Cost-of-Living
Adjustment Act of 2005.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.R. 1220, the Veterans’ Com-
pensation Cost-of-Living Adjustment Act of
2005.

All too often, our veterans and their depend-
ents are forced to pay unexpected medical
fees and sometimes forced to juggle their fi-
nances just to make ends meet. By increasing
the COLA we would help ease these burdens
forced upon our veterans and their depend-
ents. Our veterans deserve and need this as-
sistance now.

This legislation is especially important to me
because my Congressional District of El Paso,
Texas is home to nearly 60,000 veterans.

These brave men and women have made
tremendous sacrifices for our freedom, just as
our servicemembers are currently doing in Iraq
and Afghanistan. It is our responsibility as
Members of Congress to take care of our Na-
tion’s heroes so that we can fulfill our prom-
ises to our veterans after their service to our
country.

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues and | on the
House Veterans’ Affairs Committee favorably
passed H.R. 1220 and | would urge all my col-
leagues to do the same on the House floor.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 1220, the Veterans’ Com-
pensation Cost-of-Living Adjustment Act,
which will increase, effective December 1,
2005, the rates of disability compensation for
veterans with service-connected disabilities
and the rates of dependency and indemnity
compensation for survivors of certain disabled
veterans. As in previous years, these deserv-
ing men and women will receive the same
cost-of-living-adjustment (COLA) that Social
Security recipients are scheduled to receive,
and as a cosponsor of H.R. 1220, | am
pleased that we are acting to provide disabled
veterans and their survivors with an annual
COLA.

In the 108th Congress, we created an addi-
tional Dependency and Indemnity Compensa-
tion (DIC) payment of $250 a month provided
for the first two years of DIC eligibility to sur-
viving spouses with minor children. This new
benefit is aimed at easing the transition fol-
lowing the death of the servicemember or vet-
eran. H.R. 1220, as amended, would also in-
crease the amount of this additional assist-
ance by the same COLA.

| am pleased that the amended bill also in-
cludes the provisions from H.R. 2988, the Vet-
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erans Medical Care Revenue Enhancement
Act of 2005. This is a bill that | introduced
which authorizes a two-year demonstration
project to improve business practices within
the Veterans Health Administration (VHA) re-
lating to third-party billing collections.

When Congress gave the Department of
Veterans Affairs (VA) the authority to collect
payment from insurance companies for the
treatment of non-service connected conditions,
the funds collected were returned to the U.S.
Treasury. At one point, the VA acknowledged
that it did a poor job of collecting payments
from insurance companies because it had no
real incentive to do so. As a result, in 1997
Congress gave VA the authority to retain any
third party collections recovered.

Despite improvements in VA’s third-party
collections, there continue to be weaknesses
in the billing and collections processes that im-
pair the VA’s ability to maximize the amount of
dollars paid by third-party insurance compa-
nies. In June, the VA briefed the staff of the
Veterans’ Affairs Committee that the Depart-
ment has about $600 million in outstanding
payments that have been billed but not col-
lected from third-party insurers. Collecting
these funds would be a significant revenue
source for the Department which could im-
prove its ability to provide health care services
to our Nation’s veterans.

H.R. 1220 creates a modest $10 million
demonstration project to improve the VA’s
business practices at two sites that have low
collections rates. It is our hope that this dem-
onstration project will lead to improved collec-
tion practices by the VA.

Finally, H.R. 1220 would permanently au-
thorize six Parkinson’s Disease Research
Education and Clinical Centers with the VA.

| urge my colleagues to support H.R. 1220.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. BUYER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
1220, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 1220, as amended, the bill just
passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.

———

MAKING PERMANENT THE AU-
THORITY OF THE SECRETARY OF
COMMERCE TO CONDUCT THE
QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT
PROGRAM

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
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bill (H.R. 2385) to make permanent the
authority of the Secretary of Com-
merce to conduct the quarterly finan-
cial report program, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2385

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. TEN-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHOR-

ITY FOR SECRETARY OF COMMERCE

TO CONDUCT THE QUARTERLY FI-
NANCIAL REPORT PROGRAM.

Section 4(b) of the Act entitled ‘““An Act to
amend title 13, United States Code, to trans-
fer responsibility for the quarterly financial
report from the Federal Trade Commission
to the Secretary of Commerce, and for other
purposes’’, approved January 12, 1983 (Public
Law 97-454; 13 U.S.C. 91 note), is amended by
striking ‘2005’ and inserting ‘‘2015”".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. TURNER) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MALONEY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. TURNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 2385.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Government Reform, H.R.
2385 reauthorizes the Secretary of Com-
merce to conduct the Quarterly Finan-
cial Report Program through 2015. The
purpose of this bill is to ensure unin-
terrupted continuation of this well-es-
tablished and indispensable program. I
urge my colleagues to support this im-
portant legislation.

The Quarterly Financial Report, or
QFR program, has been conducted un-
interrupted since its inception in 1947.
It provides ongoing, up-to-date statis-
tics on the financial performance of
the manufacturing, mining, wholesale
and retail trade sectors of our econ-
omy. QFR is the sole source for this in-
formation.

Many public and private organiza-
tions rely on QFR data to make eco-
nomic policy decisions based upon
quality information. For example, the
Commerce Department uses QFR data
to develop the all-important gross do-
mestic product and national incomes
estimates. The Federal Reserve uses
QFR data to assess industry debt struc-
ture, liquidity and profitability. The
Treasury Department uses QFR to esti-
mate corporate tax liability. And the
Council of Economic Advisers uses
QFR-based reports and analysis to de-
velop economic policy proposals.

In short, the data gathered from the
QFR program affects everyone from
Wall Street to Main Street. The QFR is
the Nation’s most current and com-
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prehensive source of data on corporate
financial activity. Federal Reserve
Chairman Greenspan is on record stat-
ing that if anything, it would be desir-
able to expand the program to more
sectors of the economy.

Originally, H.R. 2385 would have
given the Secretary of Commerce per-
manent authority to conduct the QFR
program. But after consultation with
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, we decided to amend the original
bill by expanding the sunset clause
from 5 years to 10 years.

Mr. Speaker, this is a noncontrover-
sial bill to reauthorize the time-tested
QFR program. I urge my colleagues to
support the passage of H.R. 2385.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2385 as amended. This bill will reau-
thorize for 10 years the Quarterly Fi-
nancial Report conducted by the U.S.
Census Bureau, and I congratulate the
gentleman from Ohio (Chairman TURN-
ER) for moving this bill quickly
through the committee process.

The reauthorization of this program
expires this September, and it is very
important that Congress gets this bill
to the President before that deadline.

The QFR is critical data collection
for economic statistics and policy. It is
used by the Bureau of Economic Anal-
ysis in constructing the national in-
come and product accounts and in cal-
culating the gross domestic product.
Quarterly Financial Report data are
also used by the Federal Reserve in
tracking the investments and liabil-
ities of households and corporations.
Quarterly Financial Report data are
used by the Treasury Department in
developing economic policy, and by the
private sector in planning for the fu-
ture.

There are two important issues that
were considered by our committee in
reauthorizing this data collection.

First, the Quarterly Financial Report
is a mandatory survey. That means
that businesses can be prosecuted if
they do not provide the information
the Census Bureau requests.

Secondly, like any survey, the Quar-
terly Financial Report imposes a cer-
tain burden on those who provide the
information to the government. The
Quarterly Financial Report is one of
the few mandatory data collections au-
thorized by Congress. The decennial
census is mandatory, and is required by
our Constitution. The Census Bureau
also conducts the American Commu-
nity Survey as a mandatory survey
telling respondents that they are re-
quired by law to provide the requested
information. That authority does not
come from any explicit authorization
by Congress, but rather through an in-
terpretation of the law by the Office of
Management and Budget.

As representatives of the people, Con-
gress should monitor closely any infor-
mation collected that carries with it a
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penalty for not complying with the re-
quest. It is unfortunate that the man-
datory authority is necessary for the
Quarterly Financial Report. The Cen-
sus Bureau has assured Congress that
without this authority, the quality of
the information collected would seri-
ously decline. The Quarterly Financial
Report asks businesses to provide de-
tailed information on financial trans-
actions during the quarter. In return,
the government and the private sector
use this information to form sound eco-
nomic policy.

According to the Census Bureau, the
basic form can take up to 10 hours to
complete and the average is almost 4
hours. I believe that is a fair balance of
burden and benefit. I am a strong sup-
porter of a Quarterly Financial Report.
Through my work on the Joint Eco-
nomic Committee, I have seen first-
hand the importance of the data pro-
vided by this survey. At the same time,
I take my responsibility as an author-
izer seriously. When we reauthorized
this program in 1998, it was for 7 years.
I appreciate the chairman’s willingness
to make this authorization for 10 years
rather than a permanent authoriza-
tion. I believe our committee should
regularly review programs that place
mandatory burdens on the public.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
pass this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
DENT).

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of
the Committee on Government Reform,
I rise in favor of H.R. 2385, a bill that
reauthorizes the Secretary of Com-
merce to conduct the Quarterly Finan-
cial Report program through the year
2015.

This important program provides
data essential to calculating all as-
pects of national economy. Along with
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER),
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Federalism and the Census, I urge sup-
port of this necessary legislation.

The Quarterly Financial Report Pro-
gram is our Nation’s most comprehen-
sive source of data on corporate finan-
cial activity. For the past 58 years,
QFR data has been the basis of esti-
mating the gross domestic product and
the national income accounts. Con-
sequently, countless public and private
organizations rely on QFR data to
make informed economic policy deci-
sions every day.

Since 1983, the U.S. Census Bureau
has successfully executed this valuable
program. The Census Bureau has put
forth laudable efforts to improve the
process that provides the timely data.
Specifically, the Census Bureau has
significantly reduced time required for
reporting the data by making it pos-
sible for companies to submit their sur-
veys electronically by sending out fil-
ing reminders and providing help via
the Census Website.
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The Census Bureau has done an ex-
ceptional job conducting this survey
for the Secretary of Commerce. That
fact notwithstanding, it is the respon-
sibility of Congress to reauthorize this
program after a period of 10 years pend-
ing a thorough review on the condition
that the Census Bureau continues to
effectively administer this necessary
economic survey.

Mr. Speaker, this is, in fact, a non-
controversial bill to reauthorize the
time-tested Quarterly Financial Re-
port Program. Passage of this legisla-
tion will ensure an uninterrupted con-
tinuation of this program.

I thank the gentleman from Ohio
(Chairman TURNER) and the gentleman
from Virginia (Chairman ToM DAVIS)
for moving this bill through the sub-
committee and full committee. I am
pleased to be an original cosponsor of
H.R. 2385 and urge its passage.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support this
legislation and the census in general. It
is not only a foundation of facts on
which our government and the private
sector formulate public policy, it keeps
our government fair.

Every 10 years based on census num-
bers, we redistribute power among the
States in order to have a fair represen-
tation based on the numbers of people
in our country, and it tells us who we
are. It tells us about our diversity, it
tells us about our growth. It is literally
a portrait of our country every 10
years.

This particular report, the Quarterly
Financial Report, is a very important
part of that portrait. So I rise very
strongly in support of this bill and the
census in general. I thank the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Chairman TURNER)
for moving this bill so quickly.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 2385, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘‘A bill to extend by 10 years
the authority of the Secretary of Com-
merce to conduct the quarterly finan-
cial report program.’’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

JOHN F. WHITESIDE JOLIET POST
OFFICE BUILDING

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2113) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 2000 McDonough Street in Jo-
liet, Illinois, as the ‘“‘John F. Whiteside
Joliet Post Office Building”’.
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The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 2113
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. JOHN F. WHITESIDE JOLIET POST OF-
FICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 2000
McDonough Street in Joliet, Illinois, shall
be known and designated as the ‘“John F.
Whiteside Joliet Post Office Building’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“John F. Whiteside Jo-
liet Post Office Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2113.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2113 introduced by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
WELLER) names this Post Office in Jo-
liet, Illinois, as the John F. Whiteside
Joliet Post Office Building. All 18 Illi-
nois colleagues of the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. WELLER) have cosponsored
this bill, and I am pleased to partici-
pate in this bill’s consideration today.

John Whiteside was a long time opin-
ion writer for the Joliet Herald News.
Upon graduation from Northern Illi-
nois University in 1971, he was hired by
the Herald News which was the only
newspaper he ever worked for.

For the first decade of his career, he
worked as a beat and general assign-
ment reporter. But in 1981, he began
writing a daily column in the paper
each weekday that became beloved by
Joliet residents.

Mr. Whiteside wrote the vast major-
ity of his columns on local matters.
The most frequent and passionate top-
ics on which he opined were matters of
importance to community veterans and
law enforcement officials. An Air Force
veteran himself, Whiteside correctly
viewed all of our Nation’s military
service veterans as American heroes.

He, likewise, had tremendous respect
for police officers, once championing
an attempt to raise funds for a police
memorial in Joliet, among other ef-
forts. For his eloquent advocacy over
many years, it appears safe to say his
subjects admired him, too.

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, after
battling cancer for 18 months, John
Whiteside passed away on January 22,
2005. He was 61 years old. Days after he
died, the front page of the Sunday Her-
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ald News carried one final John
Whiteside column. It was a posthumous
article full of life’s lessons that he had
written in anticipation of his death. It
was a touching end to a meaningful ca-
reer that was cut short by a struggle
with cancer.
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His struggle was all the more touch-
ing because Whiteside had shared tales
of his battle with melanoma with his
readers from October 2003 through his
passing in January 2005. On a personal
note, my own father-in-law passed
away from that same disease in Janu-
ary of this year, so I have some under-
standing of what Mr. Whiteside and his
family went through. My sympathies
go out to his family.

Mr. Speaker, John Whiteside was in-
deed a memorable resident of Joliet.
Readers of the Herald News have spent
a few moments with John every Mon-
day through Friday for nearly a quar-
ter of a century. For these reasons, it
is fitting that the House would pass
this bill to name a post office in his
honor in his hometown of Joliet. I urge
all my colleagues to join me in support
of H.R. 2113.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Gov-
ernment Reform Committee, I am
pleased to join my colleague in consid-
eration of H.R. 2113, legislation naming
a postal facility in Joliet, Illinois,
after the late John Whiteside. This
measure was introduced by my friend,
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
WELLER), on May 5, 2005, and unani-
mously reported by the Government
Reform Committee on June 16, 2005.
H.R. 2113 enjoys the support and co-
sponsorship of the entire Illinois State
delegation.

John Whiteside worked at the Herald
News, a suburban Chicago newspaper,
for 34 years as a reporter and col-
umnist. He was well respected in his
community as someone who fought for
the rights of veterans. As a veteran,
one of his most notable achievements
was to increase the number of honor
guard volunteers for the Abraham Lin-
coln National Cemetery in Elwood, I1li-
nois.

Sadly, John Whiteside passed away
in January of cancer. Mr. Speaker, I
commend my friend and colleague for
renaming the Joliet post office after
Mr. Whiteside and urge support for this
measure.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
WELLER).

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise in support of H.R. 2113, legislation
in tribute to John Whiteside which
names the Joliet post office in his
honor. John Whiteside was a citizen
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and a local hero from the congressional
district that I have the opportunity to
represent, a man who touched so many
lives through his daily commentary
with the Herald News in Joliet, Illi-
nois. John F. Whiteside inspired count-
less readers through his 34 years of
service with the newspaper.

Let me begin by thanking Govern-
ment Reform Committee Chairman
ToM DAVIS; my friend Mr. DENT of
Pennsylvania; my very, very good
friend Mr. DAVIS of Illinois for joining
me here on the floor today; and the
support of the Government Reform
Committee for this legislation, because
today the House will be voting on legis-
lation that I along with the entire dele-
gation of Illinois, all 19 Republicans
and Democrats, have cosponsored, leg-
islation naming the Joliet post office
the John F. Whiteside Joliet Post Of-
fice Building. I would note that this
post office building is on McDonough
Avenue just a few short blocks from
the Joliet Herald News offices where he
put in so many hours and so many days
over the years. I ask my colleagues to
support this legislation today.

John Whiteside started his career
with the Joliet Herald News in 1971 as
a beat reporter and became a true sto-
ryteller in 1981 when he started his own
personal daily column. Many of his col-
umns focused on the good nature of
people, and he especially loved writing
about police officers and veterans be-
cause he looked to police officers and
veterans as his heroes. Readers appre-
ciated his dedication and his advocacy
for veterans. John himself was a
United States Air Force veteran and
wrote thousands of stories about the
concerns of local veterans.

One of the biggest veterans accom-
plishments for John, something he was
so proud of and something he invested
so much time and personal effort in,
was helping organize the honor guard
units for military funerals at the Abra-
ham Lincoln National Cemetery lo-
cated outside of Joliet at the former
Joliet arsenal. Mr. Whiteside’s legacy
included helping to raise funds that
equipped squad cars in Will County
with video cameras to help nail drunk
drivers. He is also noted for reviving
police interest in the unsolved dis-
appearance of Joliet newspaper editor
Molly Zelko in 1957.

Mr. Whiteside was a recipient of
many awards during his 34-year career
with the Herald News in Joliet, Illi-
nois, and some of these awards and rec-
ognitions included the Will County
Sheriff’s Department 2004 lifetime
achievement award; Joliet area histor-
ical museum war heroes gallery named
in John Whiteside’s honor; and an Illi-
nois State house resolution in 2004 hon-
oring his long service to the Herald
News and the Joliet community, just
to name a few.

As a columnist, John knew how to
connect with every reader through the
emotions he brought to his stories. He
brought even more emotion to them
when he found out he had melanoma
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cancer in the fall of 2003. Through his
trials and tribulations, he chose to
share his cancer story with his readers
and gave many other cancer victims
empathy and hope in their own trou-
bled times.

On January 22, 2005, John Whiteside
lost his battle with cancer, leaving be-
hind his wife, Mary Jane, and his
daughter, Shelley. He so enjoyed spend-
ing time with his family and will be re-
membered for the time he spent cre-
ating birdhouses out of wood in the
basement of his home.

In Mr. Whiteside’s very last column,
he gave some very valuable advice. He
said, ‘“Live every second of every
minute of every hour of every day you
are given on this good Earth. Look for
the positive. Search for the smile. Seek
out the good. It is all around you if you
just take the time to recognize it.”

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a
few minutes to share John Whiteside’s
last column with my colleagues. This
column, of course, was published after
John passed away on the front page of
Joliet Herald News. It is entitled,
“Lifelong Dream Ends in Final Col-
umn,”’ published in the Herald News on
January 23, 2005.

“If you’re reading this, I have al-
ready looked upon the face of God. And
I pray that he has nodded his head in a
positive way.

“I had a good life. A good wife and
daughter. Good friends and good times.
A good job.

“But, sure, I have some regrets. I did
some wrongs at times, which I hope I
have been forgiven for doing. The last
months of my life were full of bless-
ings. So many of you prayed for me and
wrote of your concern for my health. I
had hoped for a miracle, but it wasn’t
meant to be. I guess I completed my
purpose in being in this world.

“In heaven, well, I don’t expect
pearly gates and streets of gold. But I
know I'll find a place full of goodness,
compassion, and mercy. There will be
no evil. No meanness. No brutal crime
and war. No disease and illness. No
jealousy and no hatred. No greed. And
no politics.

“If I am allowed to enter this place,
I believe that I will be united with my
lost loved omes, including my dad,
Uncle John, Aunt Mary, Grandma and
a whole bunch of great uncles and
aunts who loved me as a child. I'1l see
my buddies like Happy Chopp, Dan
Stobbe and Ralph Wick.

“As 1 visualize my role in heaven,
maybe God needs a birdhouse builder
to construct shelters for his birds
which sing lovely songs. I really have
enjoyed creating birdhouses. Some of
my happiest hours were in my base-
ment workshop cutting and hammering
on them.

“But the real love of my life, outside
of my wife and daughter, has been this
column. From the time I was old
enough to dream, I wanted to be a writ-
er. I wanted to be a storyteller. And I
even thought that God told me as a
child that I would be a writer.
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“The column gave me an outlet to
hook words together and tell you a
story on a daily basis. I wrote thou-
sands and remembered most of them.
But I couldn’t remember the names. I
thought that the Lord directed me at
times to tell certain tales, which just
seemed to fall into my lap. Someone
told someone to call John Whiteside
because they recognized that as my
kind of story.

“Two of my very best friends have
been storytellers, too, Marx Gibson and
Lonny Cain. Both were mentors as well
as buddies.

“In my last days, cancer changed me.
I believe it made me a better man. It
brought me closer to my wife and
daughter. It made me more compas-
sionate to mankind. It brought me
honors from friends, colleagues and
people.

“I have no major regrets. I called
them, for the most part, like I saw
them. But I wasted time when I should
have been living every moment to the
fullest.

“If T have any advice to pass on to
the rest of you, it’s all about living.
Living every second of every minute of
every hour of every day you are given
on this good Earth. And don’t get
caught up in any form of hatred. Ha-
tred, anger, and the negative only feeds
upon you and will destroy you. Look
for the positive. Search for the smile.
Seek out the good. It is all around you
if you just take the time to recognize
it. And laugh a lot, because laughter is
healthy.

““As my storytelling days have ended,
now perhaps I have the final chapter of
what happened to Molly Zelko. Maybe
God will allow me to interview her if
she made it upstairs, too.

“But, no, Molly isn’t what I consider
my best accomplishments. They in-
clude helping with the honor guard sys-
tem at the national cemetery, the Tay-
lor Pirc video camera project, writing
veterans’ memories and building the
police memorial in front of the court-
house.

“But most of all, I like my people
stories. Stories about ordinary folks
caught up in some form of human
drama. My favorite saying was, every-
one has a story to tell if you just lis-
ten. I believed that all of my jour-
nalism life.

“But now it’s over. Good-bye, my
friends. Thanks for reading my stuff.
God bless you all.

““At this time, my only regret is that
I can’t write a column and share with
you what is happening to me right now.

“P.S. I don’t have a phone number to
accept calls anymore. But maybe I can
hear a few prayers coming my way.”’

That final column published in the
Joliet Herald News on January 23 of
this year says so much about John
Whiteside, and he wrote it in his own
words.

Ladies and gentlemen of this House, 1
ask again that you join me in honoring
and remembering this extraordinary
man who touched so many lives in so
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many ways and I ask for an ‘‘aye’ vote
on H.R. 2113.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
WELLER) for his work on H.R. 2113.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2113.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
VINCENT PALLADINO POST OFFICE

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2183) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 567 Tompkins Avenue in Stat-
en Island, New York, as the ‘“Vincent
Palladino Post Office’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2183

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. VINCENT PALLADINO POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 567
Tompkins Avenue in Staten Island, New
York, shall be known and designated as the
“Vincent Palladino Post Office’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“Vincent Palladino
Post Office™.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2183 honors the
late president of the National Associa-
tion of Postal Supervisors, Vincent
Palladino. Palladino passed away unex-
pectedly at his home in nearby Arling-
ton, Virginia, at the age of 69 in De-
cember 2004. He was a native of Staten
Island, New York, which is in the dis-
trict of the distinguished sponsor of
H.R. 2183 and my good friend, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. FOSSELLA).
I congratulate the gentleman for offer-
ing this important measure.
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After serving his Nation in the Air
Force, Palladino began his lifelong ca-
reer in and around the United States
Postal Service. He started working as a
letter carrier in Staten Island in 1960.
He was later promoted to foreman of
mails and then station manager in 1970.
Last August, Vincent Palladino was
elected to his seventh consecutive 2-
year term as president of the postal su-
pervisors association. NAPS is an orga-
nization that represents more than
35,000 first-line postal supervisors who
work in facilities where employees
process and deliver the mail.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear he was a
knowledgeable, empathetic and effec-
tive leader and advocate in the postal
community, and that is why this post
office naming in his honor is so appro-
priate. I urge all my colleagues to join
me in support of H.R. 2113.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Government Reform Committee,
I am pleased to join my colleague in
the consideration of H.R. 2183, legisla-
tion designating the postal facility in
Staten Island, New York, after the late
Vincent Palladino. This measure was
introduced by the gentleman from New
York (Mr. FOSSELLA) on May 5, 2005,
and unanimously reported by the Gov-
ernment Reform Committee on June
16, 2005. H.R. 2183 enjoys the support
and cosponsorship of the entire New
York delegation.
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Born in New Brighten, New York,
Vince Palladino joined the post office
after serving in the U.S. Air Force. In
1962, he began his career as a letter car-
rier in the Rosebank Post Office. He
held several supervisory positions, in-
cluding station manager. In 1986, he
was elected secretary of the National
Association of Postal Supervisors,
NAPS, and in 1992, he was elected the
organization’s President.

Mr. Speaker, as president of NAPS,
Vince Palladino spearheaded a very im-
pressive management association of
over 35,000 active and retired super-
visors, managers, and postmasters.
Throughout his years as president,
Vince testified before the Committee
on Government Reform on many occa-
sions. He fought hard to improve the
United States Postal Service and
pressed for changes in performance and
labor management relations and re-
forms in pay.

Vince Palladino left his friends at
NAPS and the postal service with a
very simple, yet poignant message: ‘‘Be
fair and honest.”

Sadly, after serving as president for
12 years, Mr. Palladino died in Decem-
ber, 2004, at the age of 69.

Mr. Speaker I commend my colleague
for naming the post office after Vince
Palladino. How fitting a tribute. And I
urge swift passage of this bill.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the distin-
guished gentleman from the State of
New York (Mr. FOSSELLA), the author
of H.R. 2183.

(Mr. FOSSELLA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania for yielding me this time and the
ranking member for their support.

And today I request the House ap-
prove the naming of a post office in my
district after Vincent Palladino. Vin-
cent, who passed away last December,
was the president of the National Asso-
ciation of Postal Supervisors for 12
years, ending in 2004. He was also a na-
tive of Staten Island, New York, in my
district.

Vincent was Kkind-hearted, compas-
sionate, outgoing, and had an un-
quenchable thirst for helping his
friends and neighbors. Vincent made
his community a better place to live
and touched the lives of those around
him. And although his professional ob-
ligations carried him far and wide, his
heart was always in Staten Island.

He began his career as a letter car-
rier in the Rosebank Post Office in
1962. He held numerous supervisory po-
sitions in Staten Island, including sta-
tion manager of the Rosebank Post Of-
fice and operations manager for all
Staten Island post offices. In 1986, he
was elected secretary of the National
Association of Postal Supervisors,
which represents more than 35,000 ac-
tive and retired supervisors, managers,
and postmasters who work for or who
retired from the United States Postal
Service. In 1992, he was elected presi-
dent of NAPS and held that post for 12
years.

Vincent brought his life Ilessons
learned on the streets of Rosebank and
Arlington to that position and was a
strong advocate for all those postal
workers he led. I would also like to
take this opportunity to thank all
those postal workers for the job they
do every day. I know Vincent would
stand up and correct me if I failed to
mention them and how much he appre-
ciated, like we all do, their work. I
would also like to thank Vincent’s
family, especially his children, An-
thony, Nicholas, Regina, Renee, and
Mary Lou, for their support of this fine
man.

Born in 1935, Vincent also served his
country in the Armed Forces, that is,
in the United States Air Force, from
1955 to 1959. Today we honor Vincent’s
lifetime hard work and achievement by
asking the House to approve the meas-
ure to rename the Rosebank Post Of-
fice in his honor, where he got his
start. And might I add, he also hap-
pened to be my family’s letter carrier
in the early 1960s when he started.

I would like to thank the fellow
members of the New York delegation
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for their unanimous support of this leg-
islation and all those who have cospon-
sored the bill. Like many American
success stories, and Vincent Palladino
was one of them, he never forgot where
he came from. He may have lived his
last years in Arlington, Virginia, but
his heart and his family will always be
in Staten Island.

I thank the Members for their sup-
port.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I urge sup-
port from all Members for this meas-
ure, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2183.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
J.M. DIETRICH NORTHEAST ANNEX

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2630) to redesignate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1927 Sangamon Avenue in
Springfield, Illinois, as the ‘J.M.
Dietrich Northeast Annex’’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2630

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. J.M. DIETRICH NORTHEAST ANNEX.

(a) REDESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 1927
Sangamon Avenue in Springfield, Illinois,
and known as the Northeast Annex, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘J.M. Dietrich
Northeast Annex’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘J.M. Dietrich North-
east Annex”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have b legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD) in-
troduced H.R. 2630, which redesignates
the postal facility located at 1927 San-
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gamon Avenue in Springfield, Illinois,
as the “J.M. Dietrich Northeast
Annex.” All members of the Illinois
State congressional delegation have
cosponsored this legislation, and I sup-
port its passage.

James Michael Dietrich was an ear-
nest lifelong postal employee. He began
his career as a letter carrier in 1970. In
1983 he was promoted to supervisor of
Delivery and Collections, and finally
he earned the position of Customer
Service Supervisor in 1989. Regardless
of his rank or duties with the postal
service, Dietrich gained the respect of
his peers through his friendly de-
meanor, leadership, and hard work.

Mike Dietrich died in September,
2003. He was a tremendous asset to the
postal service and a terrific individual
who is worthy of this fitting honor by
the House. So I encourage my col-
leagues to join with the distinguished
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LLAHOOD)
and me in renaming the Northeast
Annex in Springfield, Illinois as the
“J.M. Dietrich Northeast Annex.”

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

As a member of the House Committee
on Government Reform, I am pleased
to join my colleague in consideration
of H.R. 2630, legislation redesignating a
postal facility in Springfield, Illinois,
after the late James Michael Dietrich.
This measure was introduced by the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LLAHOOD)
on May 25, 2005, unanimously reported
by the Committee on Government Re-
form on June 16, 2005. H.R. 2630 enjoys
the support and cosponsorship of the
entire Illinois State delegation.

Mr. Speaker, it is always a pleasure
to join my colleagues in praising the
hard work of postal employees. And the
late James Michael ‘‘Mike’’ Dietrich
was a postal supervisor long remem-
bered for his dedication to his job, the
employees, and the United States Post-
al Service.

James Dietrich was a lifelong em-
ployee of the postal service. After serv-
ing in the U.S. Army, he joined the
postal service as a letter carrier. He
was promoted to supervisor of Delivery
and Collections in 1983 and later to su-
pervisor of customer service in 1989. He
handled daily assignments and per-
sonnel staffing. He was known for his
patience, problem solving, and recog-
nized as the ‘‘go to’” man.

Sadly, he died unexpectedly in Sep-
tember of 2003. Mr. Dietrich’s col-
leagues have described him as a hard
worker and a fantastic human being. 1
commend my colleague for seeking to
honor the memory of Mr. Dietrich and
urge swift passage of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
LAHOOD).
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(Mr. LAHOOD asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

I would like to read a letter that I re-
ceived from the National Association
of Letter Carriers, Abraham Lincoln
Branch No. 80, Springfield, Il1linois:

“Dear Congressman LaHood: The
Letter Carriers of Springfield are re-
questing that the Northeast Annex,
1927 Sangamon Avenue, Springfield, Il-
linois, be renamed the J.M. Dietrich
Northeast Annex.

“James Michael ‘Mike’ Dietrich died
unexpectedly September, 2003, just over
1 month short of his retirement. Mike
was a lifelong employee of the United
States Postal Service. He served in the
U.S. Army from 1968 through 1970.
After an honorable discharge from the
Army, he was hired as a letter carrier.

“In May, 1983, he was promoted to su-
pervisor, Delivery and Collections. He
was charged with the supervision of ap-
proximately 50 letter carriers and col-
lectors. It was his responsibility to see
that those in his section were properly
trained and successfully functioned as
city carriers. In 1989 he was promoted
to supervisor, Customer Service. He
managed the daily operations of a
group of carriers numbering about 100.
He also handled scheduling of day-to-
day assignments as well as annual and
incremental leave for the entire group
of Springfield city carriers and collec-
tors. During his service, he received
several safety and leadership awards,
and in 2002, became the OSHA record-
keeper.

‘“Mike was not only a great super-
visor but he was a fantastic human
being. You would be hard pressed to
find a U.S. Postal Service employee in
Springfield, Illinois, who would have a
bad word to say about Mike. He was a
man of never-ending patience. He was
someone we could all go to with a ques-
tion and know we would come away
with a reasonable and correct answer.
And if one of us had a problem, he was
our sounding board and mentor, one
who can never be replaced.

“Mike and his wife, Carol, raised a
beautiful family of six girls for whom
they worked hard to provide college
educations. They are all now produc-
tive adults, some beginning families of
their own. I know his career was im-
portant to him, but I also know that he
considered his family to be his greatest
accomplishment.

“Not a day goes by that Mike’s name
is not uttered by someone on the work-
room floor. We all feel it is only fitting
that we work in the J.M. Dietrich
Northeast Annex.

“Thank you for the consideration’ of
renaming the annex.

“Pat Kruger, letter carrier, Spring-
field, Illinois.”

Mr. Speaker, I read this letter be-
cause it is the opportunity for me to
thank the letter carriers that work
with Mike, to thank them for recog-
nizing all of his accomplishments and
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thank them for bringing to my atten-
tion the opportunity to name the facil-
ity that they all work in and that he
worked in and that he accomplished so
much with.

And, too, a word about the letter car-
riers. We have the greatest mail deliv-
ery system in the world, anywhere in
the world, right here in our country.
And it is thanks to the people like
Mike and all the people who work in
Springfield and all the people who
work in the postal service that letters
get delivered on time 6 days a week in
a professional manner, and I know all
Americans appreciate that. And I am
grateful to the letter carriers of Abra-
ham Lincoln Branch No. 80 for bringing
this to my attention and the ability of
this committee to bring this to the
floor as a bill that will become law and
to have this facility named in Mike’s
honor.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
DENT) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 2630.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
EAST ASIA SECURITY ACT OF 2005

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3100) to authorize measures to
deter arms transfers by foreign coun-
tries to the People’s Republic of China.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3100

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘East Asia
Security Act of 2005,

SEC. 2. STATEMENTS OF POLICY.

Congress—

(1) previously expressed its strong concerns
in House Resolution 57 of February 2, 2005,
and Senate Resolution 91 of March 17, 2005,
with the transfer of armaments and related
technology to the People’s Republic of China
by member states of the European Union,
which increased eightfold from 2001 to 2003,
and with plans to terminate in the near fu-
ture the arms embargo they imposed in 1989
following the Tiananmen Square massacre;

(2) welcomes deferral of a decision by the
European Council to terminate its arms em-
bargo following adoption of those Resolu-
tions, the President’s visit to Europe, and
growing concern among countries in the re-
gions and the general public on both sides of
the Atlantic;

(3) welcomes the decision by the European
Parliament on April 14, 2005, by a vote of 421
to 85, to oppose the lifting of the European
Union’s arms embargo on the People’s Re-
public of China, and resolutions issued by a
number of elected parliamentary bodies in
Europe also opposing the lifting of the arms
embargo;

(4) also welcomes the onset of a strategic
dialogue between the European Commission
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and the Government of the United States on
the security situation in East Asia, through
which it is hoped a greater understanding
will emerge of the consequences of European
assistance to the military buildup of the
People’s Republic of China for peace and sta-
bility in that region, to the security inter-
ests of the United States and its friends and
allies in the region, and, in particular, to the
safety of United States Armed Forces whose
presence in the region has been a decisive
factor in ensuring peace and prosperity since
the end of World War II;

(5) hopes that a more intensive dialogue
with Europe on this matter will clarify for
United States friends and allies in Europe
how their ‘‘non-lethal” arms transfers im-
prove the force projection of the People’s Re-
public of China, are far from benign, and en-
hance the prospects for the threat or use of
force in resolving the status of Taiwan, a
troubling prospect made more ominous by
recent adoption of a new law by the Chinese
National People’s Congress expressly author-
izing the use of force;

(6) also hopes that this dialogue will result
in an important new consensus between the
United States and its European partners on
the need for coordinated policies which en-
courage the development of democracy in
the People’s Republic of China and which
discourage, not assist, China’s unjustified
military buildup and pursuit of weapons that
threaten its neighbors;

(7) however, deeply regrets that none of the
European friends and allies of the United
States who have been transferring arms to
the People’s Republic of China has an-
nounced a cessation or even a temporary
halt to those transfers while this new dia-
logue with the United States ensues, and
notes with concern that such European
friends and allies have provided little, if any,
transparency to the United States Govern-
ment into the full range and capabilities of
all of the armaments and related technology
that they have transferred to date and con-
tinue even now to do so;

(8) is further troubled by public reports de-
scribing well known European companies as
suppliers to weapons programs of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, who are also partici-
pants in numerous sensitive United States
Government weapons programs, and the in-
creased risks of diversion of United States
weapons technology to China inherent in
such an undesirable situation; and

(9) in view of the gravity of European arms
sales to the People’s Republic of China,
which have not abated, believes it is nec-
essary to make provision for greater scru-
tiny and oversight with respect to those
areas of international armament cooperation
that present increased levels of risk to the
security interests of the United States and
to authorize appropriate measures which the
President may drawn on in deterring foreign
support for China’s military buildup in order
to safeguard the national security interests
of the United States and peace and security
in East Asia.

SEC. 3. REPORT ON FOREIGN MILITARY EXPORTS
TO CHINA.

(a) REPORT.—The President shall, at the
times specified in subsection (b), transmit to
the appropriate congressional committees a
report that identifies every person of a mem-
ber country of the European Union, and any
other foreign person the President may con-
sider appropriate, with respect to whom
there is credible information indicating that
the person, on or after January 1, 2005, ex-
ported to—

(1) the People’s Republic of China any item
on the Wassenaar Munitions List of July 12,
1996, and subsequent revisions; or
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(2) the military, intelligence, or other se-
curity forces of the People’s Republic of
China—

(A) any item on the Wassenaar List of Dual
Use Goods and Technologies of July 12, 1996,
and subsequent revisions; or

(B) any other dual use item if the item is
intended, entirely or in part, for use with an
item described in paragraph (1).

(b) TIMING OF REPORT.—The report required
under subsection (a) shall be transmitted not
later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act and not later than the
end of each 12-month period thereafter.

(c) EXCEPTIONS.—A foreign person is not re-
quired to be identified in a report required
under subsection (a) if the person—

(1) was identified in a previous report
transmitted under subsection (a) on account
of a particular export, except to the extent
that the export may have continued, in-
volved additional transfers, or was larger,
more significant, or different in nature than
described in the previous report;

(2) was engaged solely in an export on be-
half of, or in concert with, the Government
of the United States; or

(3) was engaged in an export which, as de-
termined by the President, would be exempt
from the restrictions of section 902(a) of the
Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal
Years 1990 and 1991 (Public Law 101-246; 22
U.S.C. 2151 note), if the export were subject
to the jurisdiction of the United States, by
reason of the issuance of a report under sec-
tion 902(b) of such Act.

(d) ForM.—If the President considers it ap-
propriate, reports transmitted under sub-
section (a), or appropriate parts thereof, may
be transmitted in classified form.

SEC. 4. REPORT ON CHINA ARMS TRANSFER
POLICIES OF COUNTRIES PARTICI-
PATING IN UNITED STATES DEFENSE
COOPERATIVE PROJECTS; CERTAIN
LICENSE REQUIREMENTS.

(a) STATEMENT OF PoLIcY.—Congress is
concerned with the significant additional
risk of unlawful use and diversion of sen-
sitive United States weapons system re-
search, design, and development arising from
cooperative research and development
projects with foreign governments and for-
eign persons who may also transfer arms and
related technology to the People’s Republic
of China.

(b) REPORT.—The President shall, at the
times specified in subsection (c¢), transmit to
the appropriate congressional committees a
report that—

(1) identifies every foreign government
with respect to which the United States is
carrying out a cooperative project described
in subsection (d) and whose policies or prac-
tices, on or after the date of the enactment
of this Act, permit the export of any item de-
scribed in paragraph (1), or subparagraph (A)
or (B) of paragraph (2), of section 3(a); and

(2) describes the cooperative projects and
policies or practices referred to in paragraph
(1) of every foreign government identified
under such paragraph.

(c) TIMING OF REPORT.—The report required
under subsection (b)—

(1) shall be transmitted not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act and not later than the end of each 12-
month period thereafter; and

(2) may be included in the report required
under section 3, as the President determines
appropriate.

(d) COOPERATIVE PROJECTS.—The coopera-
tive projects referred to in subsection (b) are
projects carried out under section 27 of the
Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2767) or
section 2350a, 2358, or a memorandum of un-
derstanding under section 2531 of title 10,
United States Code.

(e) LICENSE REQUIREMENTS.—
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(1) REQUIREMENT.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, a license under sec-
tion 38 of the Arms Export Control Act (22
U.S.C. 2778) shall be required for the export
of defense articles or defense services by any
person who is not an officer or employee of
the Government of the United States in fur-
therance of a cooperative project described
in subsection (d) with a country identified in
a report transmitted under subsection (b).

(2) CONGRESSIONAL  NOTIFICATION.—The
issuance of a license pursuant to paragraph
(1) shall be subject to the same requirements
as are applicable to the export of items de-
scribed in section 36(c) of the Arms Export
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2776(c)) (without re-
gard to the dollar amount requirements re-
lating to contracts contained in such sec-
tion), including the transmittal of informa-
tion and the application of congressional re-
view procedures in accordance with such sec-
tion.

SEC. 5. CERTAIN FOREIGN OWNERSHIP AND CON-
TROL OF DEFENSE ARTICLES IN THE
UNITED STATES.

(a) STATEMENT OF PoLICY.—Congress deter-
mines that special care should be taken by
the United States with respect to foreign
persons who sell arms and related tech-
nology to the People’s Republic of China,
while simultaneously seeking ownership of
United States defense articles or defense
services, including the results of United
States Government funded defense research
and development, through the acquisition or
control of United States defense firms, di-
rectly or through their subsidiaries and af-
filiates based in the United States.

(b) LICENSE REQUIREMENTS.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—The President shall re-
quire a license pursuant to regulations
issued under section 38(g)(6) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2778(g)(6)) for the
transfer of ownership or control of United
States defense articles or defense services
arising from the acquisition or control of a
person required to be registered under sec-
tion 38(b)(1) of such Act (22 U.S.C. 2778(b)(1)),
or any subsidiary, division, affiliate or other
entity thereof, whenever the person gaining
acquisition or control is—

(A) a foreign national of the People’s Re-
public of China or a foreign person otherwise
subject to the jurisdiction, ownership, or
control of the People’s Republic of China;

(B) a foreign person identified in a report
transmitted under section 3 or having its
principal place of business in a country de-
scribed in a report transmitted under section
4; or

(C) a United States person owned or con-
trolled by a foreign person, including a sub-
sidiary or affiliate of a foreign person de-
scribed in subparagraph (B).

(2) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—A license
under section 38(g)(6) of the Arms Export
Control Act for a person described in para-
graph (1)(A) shall not be issued until 30 days
after the date on which the President trans-
mits a report that contains a determination
of the President that—

(A) the Government of the People’s Repub-
lic of China meets the requirements of sec-
tion 902(b)(1) of the Foreign Relations Au-
thorization Act, Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991
(Public Law 101-246; 22 U.S.C. 2151 note); or

(B) it is in the national interest of the
United States to issue the license.

(¢c) CONGRESSIONAL  NOTIFICATION.—The
issuance of a license pursuant to subsection
(b) shall be subject to the same requirements
as are applicable to the export of items de-
scribed in section 36(c) of the Arms Export
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2776(c)) (without re-
gard to the dollar amount requirements re-
lating to contracts contained in such sec-
tion), including the transmittal of informa-
tion and the application of congressional re-
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view procedures in accordance with such sec-
tion.

(d) EXCEPTION.—The issuance of a license
pursuant to subsection (b) shall not be re-
quired in the case of an amendment to a mu-
nitions license or a change in registration
arising from a sale or transfer of ownership
or control of United States defense articles
or defense services to a person described in
subparagraph (A), (B), or (C) of subsection
(b)(1) that was approved prior to the date of
enactment of this Act unless the President
determines that it is in the national security
interests of the United States to require the
issuance of a new license pursuant to sub-
section (b).

SEC. 6. CHINESE MILITARY END USE OF DUAL
USE EXPORTS.

(a) STATEMENT OF PoLicy.—Congress wel-
comes the understanding reached at the
Wassenaar Arrangement’s December 2003 ple-
nary meeting to require governmental au-
thorization for the transfer of non-listed
dual use items intended for military end use
in a destination subject to any relevant re-
gional arms embargo or to any United Na-
tions Security Council resolution.

(b) LICENSE REQUIREMENT.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—The President shall re-
quire a license under the Export Administra-
tion Regulations for the export of any item
described in paragraph (1), or subparagraph
(A) or (B) of paragraph (2), of section 3(a)
that is not subject to a license under section
38 of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C.
2778) if the item is intended for military end
use by the People’s Republic of China.

(2) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the President should not ap-
prove a license pursuant to paragraph (1) un-
less the President determines that approval
is important to counterterrorism, non-
proliferation, or other national security in-
terests of the United States.

(c) CONGRESSIONAL  NOTIFICATION.—The
issuance of a license pursuant to subsection
(b) shall be subject to the same requirements
as are applicable to the export of items de-
scribed in section 36(c) of the Arms Export
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2776(c)) (without re-
gard to the dollar amount requirements re-
lating to contracts contained in such sec-
tion), including the transmittal of informa-
tion and the application of congressional re-
view procedures in accordance with such sec-
tion.

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
“‘military end use’ means, with respect to an
item, the item is or may be intended, en-
tirely or in part, for use in conjunction with
an item described on the Wassenaar Muni-
tions List of July 12, 1996, and subsequent re-
visions.

SEC. 7. APPLICATION OF MEASURES TO CERTAIN
FOREIGN PERSONS.

(a) APPLICATION OF MEASURES.—Subject to
sections 8 and 9, the President may apply
with respect to any foreign person (including
a foreign government) identified in a report
transmitted under section 3, and shall apply
with respect to any foreign person (including
a foreign government) identified in more
than one report transmitted under section 3,
any or all of the following measures:

(1) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—Denial of
participation in existing and new coopera-
tive research and development programs and
projects under section 27 of the Arms Export
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2767) or sections 2350a,
2358, or a memorandum of understanding
under 2531 of title 10, United States Code.

(2) CONTROL OF UNITED STATES DEFENSE
FIRMS.—Prohibition of ownership and control
of any business organization required to be
registered with the United States Govern-
ment as a manufacturer or exporter of de-
fense articles or defense services under sec-
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tion 38(b)(1) of the Arms Export Control Act
(22 U.S.C. 2778(b)(1)).

(3) SECURITY ASSISTANCE.—Prohibition on
participation in any foreign military sales
under chapter 2 of the Arms Export Control
Act (22 U.S.C. 2761 et seq.) or any design and
construction sales under chapter 2A of such
Act (22 U.S.C. 2769).

(4) MUNITIONS LIST APPROVALS.—Prohibi-
tion on licenses and other forms of approval
under section 38 of the Arms Export Control
Act (22 U.S.C. 2778) for the export of any item
on the United States Munitions List as in ef-
fect on August 8, 1995.

(5) DUAL USE APPROVALS.—Prohibition on
licenses and other forms of approval for dual
use goods or technology, the export of which
is controlled under the Export Administra-
tion Act of 1979 (as continued in effect under
the International Emergency Economic Pow-
ers Act) or the Export Administration Regu-
lations.

(b) APPLICATION OF ADDITIONAL MEAS-
URES.—Subject to sections 8 and 9, and not-
withstanding any other provision of law, the
President may, with respect to any foreign
person (including a foreign government)
identified in a report transmitted under sec-
tion 3, and shall, with respect to any foreign
person (including a foreign government)
identified in more than one report trans-
mitted under section 3—

(1) suspend the use of any license exemp-
tion and expedited license procedure estab-
lished in the International Traffic in Arms
Regulations or other provisions of law for
the export or temporary import of defense
articles and defense services;

(2) require the execution of a non-transfer
and end use certificate for the export of any
defense articles and defense services; and

(3) require, as a condition of issuance of
any license for the export of defense articles
and defense services, United States access to
and verification of the items after the export
of the items or alternative measures to en-
sure compliance with restrictions on the
transfer of the items to third-parties.

(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE OF MEASURES.—Meas-
ures applied pursuant to subsection (a) or (b)
shall be effective with respect to a foreign
person (including a foreign government) no
later than—

(1) 30 days after the report identifying the
foreign person is transmitted, if the report is
transmitted on or before the date required
by section 3(b); or

(2) on the date that the report identifying
the foreign person is transmitted, if the re-
port is transmitted more than 30 days after
the date required by section 3(b).

(d) DURATION OF MEASURES.—Measures ap-
plied pursuant to subsection (a) shall be for
a period of 2 years or longer, as the President
determines appropriate. Measures applied
pursuant to subsection (b) shall be, at a min-
imum, consistent with the duration of the li-
cense and the mnormal requirements for
record Kkeeping established in the Inter-
national Traffic in Arms Regulations or
longer, as the President determines appro-
priate.

(e) PUBLICATION IN FEDERAL REGISTER.—
The application of measures to a foreign per-
son pursuant to subsection (a) or (b) shall be
announced by notice published in the Fed-
eral Register, except if the President deter-
mines that doing so would be inconsistent
with the protection of classified information.
SEC. 8. PROCEDURES IF DISCRETIONARY MEAS-

URES ARE NOT APPLIED.

(a) REQUIREMENT TO NOTIFY CONGRESS.—If
the President does not exercise the authority
of subsection (a) or (b) of section 7 to apply
any or all of the discretionary measures de-
scribed in such subsection with respect to a
foreign person identified in a report trans-
mitted under section 3, the President shall
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so notify the appropriate congressional com-
mittees not later than the effective date
under section 7(c) for measures with respect
to that person.

(b) WRITTEN JUSTIFICATION.—Any notifica-
tion transmitted by the President under sub-
section (a) shall include a written justifica-
tion describing in detail the facts and cir-
cumstances relating specifically to the for-
eign person identified in a report trans-
mitted under section 3 that support the
President’s decision not to exercise the au-
thority of subsection (a) or (b) of section 7
with respect to that person.

(c) ForM.—If the President considers it ap-
propriate, the notification of the President
under subsection (a), and the written jus-
tification under subsection (b), or appro-
priate parts thereof, may be transmitted in
classified form.

SEC. 9. DETERMINATIONS EXEMPTING FOREIGN
PERSONS FROM MANDATORY MEAS-
URES.

(a) WAIVER.—Any mandatory measure de-
scribed in section 7 shall not apply with re-
spect to a foreign person if the President
transmits to the appropriate congressional
committees a report that contains a deter-
mination of the President that—

(1) on the basis of information provided by
that person or the foreign government hav-
ing primary jurisdiction over the person, the
person did not, on or after January 1, 2005,
knowingly export to the People’s Republic of
China the item the apparent export of which
caused the person to be identified in a report
transmitted under section 3; or

(2) the foreign government having primary
jurisdiction over the person has entered into
a written agreement with the United States
which—

(A) is binding under international law;

(B) prohibits further exports of any item
described in paragraph (1), or subparagraph
(A) or (B) of paragraph (2), of section 3(a) by
any person subject to its jurisdiction;

(C) is supported by the foreign govern-
ment’s adoption of policies and procedures
providing for credible implementation of the
requirements in subparagraphs (A) and (B);

(D) does not constrain the President’s au-
thority to impose measures under this act in
the event of a future export of concern by
the same or other persons subject to the ju-
risdiction of the foreign government party to
the agreement; and

(E) is submitted to the appropriate con-
gressional committees 30 days prior to its
entry into force.

(b) ADDITIONAL WAIVER.—Any mandatory
measure described in section 7 shall not
apply to a foreign person if the President de-
termines that it is important to the
counterterrorism, nonproliferation, or other
national security interests of the United
States and transmits to the appropriate con-
gressional committees a report in writing
that contains such determination.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the President should—

(1) strengthen international coordination
and execution of arms export policy through
the development of bilateral and multilat-
eral agreements under subsection (a)(2), par-
ticularly with member states of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO),
Japan, Australia and New Zealand, and exer-
cise the waivers provided under this section
in all appropriate instances that further this
objective; and

(2) whenever the President determines that
the measures described in section 7 should be
applied, that the measures be applied com-
prehensively with respect to the affected for-
eign person’s affiliates and subsidiaries,
wherever located, in order to deter to the
fullest extent possible a recurrence or con-
tinuation of the export giving rise to the
President’s determination.
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(d) ForM.—If the President considers it ap-
propriate, the determination and report of
the President under subsection (a), or appro-
priate parts thereof, may be transmitted in
classified form.

SEC. 10. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’ means—

(A) the Committee on International Rela-
tions and the Committee on Armed Services
of the House of Representatives; and

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Armed Services of the
Senate.

(2) DEFENSE ARTICLES AND DEFENSE SERV-
ICES.—The term ‘‘defense articles and de-
fense services’” has the meaning given the
term in section 47(7) of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act (22 U.S.C. 2794 note).

(3) DUAL USE.—The term ‘‘dual use’ means,
with respect to goods or technology, those
goods or technology that are specifically de-
signed or developed for civil purposes but
which also may be used or deployed in a
military or proliferation mode. Such term
does not include purely commercial items.

(4) EXPORT.—The term ‘‘export’” has the
meaning given that term in section 120.17 of
the International Traffic in Arms Regula-
tions, and includes re-exports, transfers, and
retransfers by any means.

(5) EXPORT ADMINISTRATION REGULATIONS.—
The term ‘‘Export Administration Regula-
tions’ means those regulations contained in
sections 730 through 774 of title 15, Code of
Federal Regulations (or successor regula-
tions).

(6) FOREIGN GOVERNMENT.—The term ‘‘for-
eign government’’ has the meaning given the
term in section 38(g)(9)(B) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2778(2)(9)(B)).

(7) FOREIGN PERSON.—The term ‘‘foreign
person’’ has the meaning given the term in
section 38(g2)(9)(C) of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act (22 U.S.C. 2778(2)(9)(C)).

(8) GooD.—The term ‘‘good’ has the mean-
ing given the term in section 16(3) of the Ex-
port Administration Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C.
App. 2415(3)).

(9) INTERNATIONAL TRAFFIC IN ARMS REGU-
LATIONS.—The term ‘“‘International Traffic in
Arms Regulations’ means those regulations
contained in sections 120 through 130 of title
22, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor
regulations).

(10) ITEM.—The term ‘‘item” means any
good or technology, defense article or de-
fense service subject to the export jurisdic-
tion of the United States under law or regu-
lation.

(11) LICENSE.—The term ‘license’” means
an official written document of the United
States Government issued pursuant to the
Export Administration Regulations or the
International Traffic in Arms Regulations,
as the case may be, authorizing a specific ex-
port.

(12) OTHER FORMS OF APPROVAL.—The term
‘‘other forms of approval” includes any au-
thorization, rule or exemption contained in
any statute or regulation that permits an ex-
port without a license.

(13) OWNERSHIP OR CONTROL.—The term
‘‘ownership or control” has the meaning
given the term in section 122.2(c) of the
International Traffic in Arms Regulations.

(14) PERSON.—The term ‘‘person’ has the
meaning given the term in section 38(g)(9)(E)
of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C.
2778(2)(9)(E)).

(15) TECHNOLOGY.—The term ‘‘technology”’
has the meaning given the term in section
16(4) of the Export Administration Act of
1979 (50 U.S.C. App. 2415(4)).

(16) UNITED STATES MUNITIONS LIST.—The
term ‘‘United States Munitions List”” means
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the list referred to in section 38(a)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act (22 TU.S.C.
2778(a)(1)).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 3100, a bill
which I introduced for the purpose of
authorizing measures to deter arms
transfers by foreign countries to the
People’s Republic of China.
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This bill has 14 cosponsors from both
sides of the aisle, including the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
the ranking Democratic member of the
Committee on International Relations;
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. The Com-
mittee on International Relations has
marked up the bill and ordered it re-
ported unanimously. The background
and need for this legislation can be
briefly summarized.

When the House passed Resolution 57
overwhelmingly 411 to 3 on February 2,
2005, it did so in the context of a rising
chorus from European leaders that it
was time to terminate the European
Union’s arms embargo on China. In re-
sponse to this development, Resolution
57 called on the European Union to
take two steps: one, to maintain its
arms embargo on the People’s Republic
of China; and, two, to eliminate weak-
nesses in the embargo and in the na-
tional policies of the EU member
states. Indeed, those weaknesses are
loopholes of one form or another that
had permitted European weapons tech-
nology to flow to China at an increas-
ingly higher level, even while the em-
bargo remained in place.

Now we have word that the EU has
decided for the time being not to ter-
minate the China arms embargo. This,
of course, is a welcome development,
but it only responds to one of the two
steps we asked to be taken. Unfortu-
nately, while maintaining the embargo
in the formal sense, the EU and its
member states have remained silent on
whether they will actually stop the
flow of arms-related technology from
Europe to China. The supply of Euro-
pean arms technology to China has
risen steadily in recent years, both in
quantity and quality or sophistication.

With respect to quantity, European
arms sales to China increased eight-
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fold, to $540 million in the 3-year period
between 2001 and 2003. Qualitatively,
European transfers have included a
number of systems which increased the
range, reliability, and lethality of Chi-
na’s attack aircraft and other offensive
weapons systems.

The implications of these transfers
are uniformly negative for the security
of U.S. Armed Forces in East Asia, for
the defense of our friends and allies in
the region, and for regional stability
more broadly. In this respect, I note
the public testimony by the Director of
the CIA, Mr. Goss, on February 16, 2005,
before the Senate Select Committee on
Intelligence. At that time he pointed
out that Beijing’s military moderniza-
tion and military buildup is tilting the
balance of power in the Taiwan Strait
and that improved Chinese capabilities
threaten U.S. forces in the region.

H.R. 3100 would address these con-
tinuing serious concerns in several
ways. First, the bill would ensure Con-
gress has the information it needs from
the executive branch concerning for-
eign support for Chinese weapons ac-
quisitions. Under H.R. 3100, the Presi-
dent would henceforth submit an an-
nual report to Congress on European
companies that are aiding China’s mili-
tary buildup and on European govern-
ments whose policies condone these
sales.

Second, for those European compa-
nies and governments that continue
dangerous arms relationships with
China, the bill would expand U.S. ex-
port license requirements and increase
congressional oversight in certain cir-
cumstances. This will ensure that ac-
cess to sensible U.S. weapons tech-
nology is monitored carefully in the
case of foreign companies that are also
suppliers to Chinese military pro-
grams. As the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services noted during
our April 14 hearing, the technology
control plans which govern access to
our weapons technology by foreign con-
tractors who are also aiding the Chi-
nese could be very challenging, if not
“‘mission impossible.”

Third, the President would be given
new authority to help deter future Eu-
ropean arms-related sales, should en-
hanced procedural safeguards not be
enough. H.R. 3100 provides a menu of
measures the President could draw
upon in limiting access of culpable per-
sons to U.S. weapons technology.

Significantly, H.R. 3100 would not
have a retroactive character. It will
not reach back. This is because the bill
is not intended to be punitive; its pri-
mary purpose is deterrence. In this
context, the optimal report Congress
could receive is one in which no Euro-
pean company or government is named.
However, if EU member states do not
make it possible for this to happen, the
President would be in a position to
take other steps in consultation with
the Congress to safeguard our security
interests.

Mr. Speaker, I hope our colleagues
will join me in supporting H.R. 3100.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume. 1
rise in strong support of H.R. 3100, the
East Asia Security Act of 2005.

Mr. Speaker, tens of thousands of
American troops are currently de-
ployed in Asia, and the American
Armed Forces one day could be sent to
the Taiwan Strait to help defend the is-
land nation from invasion by Mainland
China. It is also possible that American
troops might be mobilized in other cir-
cumstances in East Asia.

We certainly do not seek a military
confrontation with China. Our country
is actively working to reduce the possi-
bility of any hostilities with that coun-
try. At the same time, I am certain
that my colleagues remember our tense
confrontation with China over the inci-
dent involving an American EP-3 air-
craft that was forced to land at Hainan
Island in southern China after it was
harassed and damaged by a Chinese
fighter aircraft.

In addition to our own troops’ safety,
Mr. Speaker, our country has other
vital interests throughout the Asia Pa-
cific region, including the national and
economic security interests of our
friends and allies.

Earlier this year, we faced a serious
problem when the European Union an-
nounced its ill-advised intention to lift
the embargo against the sale of sophis-
ticated weapons to China. For the
American people, this raised the threat
that American soldiers could face the
latest in high-tech weaponry manufac-
tured in Europe as well as Chinese
weapons systems that could be greatly
improved by European technology. In
February of this year, this House
adopted House Resolution 57, intro-
duced by my good friend, the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
International Relations, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), and myself.
That resolution called upon the Euro-
peans to maintain their embargo on
arms sales to China; and as my col-
leagues recall, Mr. Speaker, the Hyde-
Lantos resolution was adopted in the
House by a vote of 411 to 3.

Our European allies received that
clear message, and their ill-advised ef-
fort to lift the embargo was quietly
dropped. I welcomed that action by the
European Union.

The embargo on arms sales was ini-
tially initiated because of China’s hor-
rendous human rights record. Nothing
about that record has changed in the 16
years since the Tiananmen Square
Massacre. The only difference is Chi-
na’s dramatically increasing military
strength and the consequent threat to
the entire region.

Even with the embargo still in place,
Mr. Speaker, several of the leading na-
tions of Europe have dramatically in-
creased their sales to China of mili-
tary-related goods and high tech-
nology. In 2003, the last year for which
data is available, these sales amounted
to over a half a billion dollars from
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some European Union countries, in-

cluding France, Germany, Italy, and

the Czech Republic. Other non-Euro-
pean Union countries have also sold
significant military equipment to

China which represents a threat to re-

gional stability.

For all of these reasons, it is impor-
tant that we make clear our opposition
to the sale of sophisticated military
equipment to China, and that we estab-
lish penalties by law against those
companies and countries that engage
in sales that are damaging to our own
national security interests and the se-
curity of East Asia.

Our legislation, the Hyde-Lantos leg-
islation, H.R. 3100, covers any nation
whose policies permit the export of
dangerous military materiel and tech-
nology to China. At the President’s dis-
cretion, he can publicize the activities
of any country that is transferring sen-
sitive goods and technology to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, and he has the
authority to impose sanctions if he
chooses.

For any country that is involved in
sensitive defense research and develop-
ment projects with the United States,
and whose practices have the potential
to allow the transfer of U.S. tech-
nology to the People’s Republic of
China, the Hyde-Lantos bill would re-
quire that all U.S. exports of goods and
technology to these countries be care-
fully reviewed and licensed prior to ex-
port.

Our bill is extremely important to
persuade other countries that there
will be severe consequences if they fail
to respect the security interests of
their most important ally, the United
States of America.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this bill.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, | enclose two let-
ters relating to the consideration of H.R. 3100
The East Asia Security Act.”

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELA-
TIONS,

Washington, DC, July 12, 2005.

Hon. BILL THOMAS,

Chairman, House Committee on Ways and
Means, Longworth House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you
concerning the bill H.R. 3100 ‘“The East Asia
Security Act of 2005”°. The Committee has
marked up the bill and ordered it reported by
a unanimous vote.

Under Rule X of the House Rules the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means has jurisdiction
over matters concerning imports. One provi-
sion under Section 7 of H.R. 3100 may sus-
pend the President’s ability to use a license
exemption or expedited procedure for licens-
ing of the temporary importation of defense
articles, and thus falls within the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on Ways and Means.

In the interest of permitting this Com-
mittee to proceed expeditiously to the floor
consideration of this bill, I request your
Committee waive its right to sequential re-
ferral on this matter. I understand that such
a waiver only applies to this language in this
bill, and not to the underlying subject mat-
ter. I will urge the Speaker to name Mem-
bers of your Committee to any conference
committee which is named to consider this
bill.
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I appreciate your willingness to allow us to
proceed. I will insert this exchange of letters
into the Congressional Record during the de-
bate of this bill.

Sincerely,
HENRY J. HYDE,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
Washington, DC, July 13, 2005.

Hon. HENRY J. HYDE,

Chairman, Committee on International Rela-
tions, Rayburn House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN HYDE: I am writing con-
cerning H.R. 3100, the ‘‘East Asia Security
Act of 2005,”” which is scheduled for floor con-
sideration on Wednesday, July 13, 2005.

As you know, the Committee on Ways and
Means has jurisdiction over matters con-
cerning imports. One provision under Sec-
tion 7 of H.R. 3100 may suspend the Presi-
dent’s ability to use a license exemption or
expedited procedure for licensing of the tem-
porary importation of defense articles, and
thus falls within the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. However, in
order to expedite this legislation for floor
congsideration, the Committee will forgo ac-
tion on this bill. This is being done with the
understanding that it does not in any way
prejudice the Committee with respect to the
appointment of conferees or its jurisdic-
tional prerogatives on this or similar legisla-
tion.

I would appreciate your response to this
letter, confirming this understanding with
respect to H.R. 3100, and would ask that a
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter be included in the Congressional Record
during floor consideration.

Best regards,
BILL THOMAS,
Chairman.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3100.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

COMMEMORATING 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF CONCLUSION OF WAR
IN THE PACIFIC AND HONORING
VETERANS OF BOTH PACIFIC
AND ATLANTIC THEATERS OF
SECOND WORLD WAR

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 191)
commemorating the 60th anniversary
of the conclusion of the War in the Pa-
cific and honoring veterans of both the
Pacific and Atlantic theaters of the
Second World War, as amended.
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The Clerk read as follows:
H. CoN. REs. 191

Whereas on December 7, 1941, a date which
will live in infamy, the United States was
suddenly and deliberately attacked at Pearl
Harbor, Oahu, Hawaii, resulting in the loss
of over 2,400 American lives, the greatest
such loss of life in a single attack before
September 11, 2001;

Whereas the United States joined with al-
lies from 32 countries to fight the common
foe of fascist militarism in a war in which
over 16,000,000 Americans served in the mili-
tary;

Whereas the United States suffered over
670,000 casualties, with more than 400,000
deaths, while over 105,000 Americans were
held as prisoners of war, many of whom were
forced to participate in the infamous Bataan
Death March or were forced to work on the
construction of the Siam-Burma Railway;

Whereas two former Presidents, John F.
Kennedy and George H. W. Bush, served with
particular distinction and valor in the Pa-
cific theater during the Second World War;

Whereas the sea battles of the Coral Sea,
Midway, Leyte Gulf-the greatest naval bat-
tle in history-and Lingayen Gulf turned the
tide of the war in the Pacific and led to ulti-
mate victory;

Whereas the Sullivan family of Waterloo,
Iowa, who lost five sons in a single morning
when the USS Juneau was sunk in the Battle
of Guadacanal, came to symbolize for the
United States the grief felt by American
families over the loss of loved ones during
the Second World War;

Whereas on May 14, 1943, the Australian
hospital ship Centaur, in transit to New
Guinea to pick up the wounded, was sunk
fifty miles East-Northeast of Brisbane, Aus-
tralia, resulting in 268 dead, representing the
highest number of casualties of any mer-
chant vessel sunk by a submarine in the Pa-
cific theater;

Whereas General Douglas MacArthur ful-
filled his promise of ‘I shall return’ to the
Philippine people by leading the successful
campaign for the liberation of the Phil-
ippines, part of a wider campaign which freed
much of Asia from militarist occupation;

Whereas more than 20,000 Japanese and
7,000 Americans died in the battle of Iwo
Jima, which raged on the small island of Iwo
Jima for over one month between February
and March 1945, the fierceness of which was
captured in the historic photo of five Ma-
rines and one Navy corpsman raising the
American flag on Mount Suribachi;

Whereas the Battle of Okinawa, waged be-
tween April and June 1945, was the largest
sea-land-air battle in history, with more
than 38,000 Americans wounded and 12,000
killed or missing, more than 107,000 Japanese
and Okinawan conscripts killed, and perhaps
100,000 Okinawan civilians who perished in
the Battle;

Whereas millions of people died in Hawaii,
Guam, the Coral Sea, Midway, the Marshall
Islands, the Solomon Islands, Wake Island,
Guadacanal, Nanjing, Harbin, Beijing,
Shanghai, Chongqing, Hong Kong, Singapore,
Malaya, Indonesia, Burma, Bataan, Cor-
regidor, Manila, Luzon, Leyte Gulf,
Lingayen Gulf, New Guinea, Korea, Saipan,
Iwo Jima, Okinawa, Tokyo, Hiroshima, and
Nagasaki;

Whereas the Second World War led to dra-
matic social changes in the United States as
more than 19,500,000 women joined the Amer-
ican workforce at defense plants and 350,000
women joined the Armed Forces;

Whereas the roles of minorities in both the
Armed Forces and industry were changed
forever as greater opportunities for employ-
ment and service in the defense of the United
States presented themselves;
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Whereas Japanese-Americans, including
Senator Daniel Inouye, served with courage
and valor in the 442nd Regimental Combat
Team, the most decorated regiment in
United States military history;

Whereas the people of the United States
and Japan worked together after the Second
World War to reconstruct Japan and to en-
sure the post-War emergence of Japan as a
beacon of democracy and economic liberal-
ization in the Asia-Pacific region, and the
United States and Japan further solidified
the post-War security relationship by sign-
ing the Security Treaty of 1951 and the Trea-
ty of Mutual Cooperation and Security in
1960;

Whereas the sacrifices in the Pacific of
United States veterans and veterans of
United States allies during the Second World
War led to the emergence of an Asian region
where democratic institutions and free mar-
ket economies have taken hold, contributing
greatly to the peace and prosperity of the re-
gion; and

Whereas on May 29, 2004, the United States
gratefully dedicated the World War II Memo-
rial, honoring both the Pacific and Atlantic
theaters, on the National Mall in Wash-
ington, D.C., with decorated World War II
hero Senator Robert Dole giving the dedica-
tion speech: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) honors all veterans, living and deceased,
of the Second World War in both the Pacific
and Atlantic theaters on the 60th anniver-
sary year of the War’s conclusion and ex-
presses the deep appreciation and gratitude
of the United States for their valor and self-
less service to their country;

(2) calls upon the people of the United
States to commemorate the 60th anniversary
of the final surrender of the Second World
War aboard the USS Missouri as a day of re-
membrance and appreciation for the mem-
bers of the greatest generation who, through
their sacrifices both in the Armed Forces
and on the homefront, preserved liberty for
future generations and rescued the world
from the scourge of fascist militarism;

(3) reaffirms the judgment in Tokyo ren-
dered by the International Military Tribunal
for the Far East of 1946-1948 and the convic-
tion of certain individuals as war criminals
for their crimes against humanity; and

(4) recognizes that the alliances formed in
the Asia-Pacific region following the Second
World War, including those with Australia,
Japan, the Philippines, the Republic of
Korea, and Thailand, have contributed im-
measurably to the continued peace and pros-
perity enjoyed throughout the region.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from I1-
linois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Con.
Res. 191.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is the 60th anniver-
sary of the final victory in one of the
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greatest campaigns for the preserva-
tion of freedom in the history of the
world. The heroic struggle of America’s
Greatest Generation and the peoples of
the allied countries to defeat the
scourge of Fascist militarism and lib-
erate millions from its iron fist was the
most monumental endeavor of the en-
tire 20th century.
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World leaders quite properly gath-
ered in Moscow on May 9 to commemo-
rate V-E Day, the 60th anniversary of
the victory in Europe. We certainly
join in honoring our heroic veterans of
the D-Day landing and those of the en-
tire Atlantic theater for their valiant
efforts to liberate the people of Conti-
nental Europe, especially those trapped
in death camps from Nazi tyranny.

We should well remember, however,
that for the American people, the Sec-
ond World War neither began nor ended
in Europe. For our Nation, the war
began on a quiet Sunday morning in
Hawaii, when the U.S. was suddenly
and deliberately attacked at Pearl Har-
bor. Over 2,400 lives were lost, includ-
ing those buried in the sunken hull of
the battleship USS Arizona. These dead
represent the greatest number of
American casualties in any such at-
tack prior to September 11, 2001, an-
other date which will live in infamy.

The war for America did not end on
May 19 with the defeat of the axis pow-
ers in Europe. The battle for Okinawa,
the largest sea-land air battle in his-
tory was largely fought after the sur-
render in Europe. It was not until Gen-
eral Douglas McArthur crossed the
deck of the battleship Missouri in
Tokyo Bay to accept the final sur-
render of Japan on September 2, 1945,
that America and the world were fi-
nally at peace.

V-E Day had been the beginning of
the end, but V-J Day was the final vic-
tory. I stand in strong support, there-
fore, for this concurrent resolution,
which gives equal recognition to vet-
erans of both the Pacific and Atlantic
theatres as inscribed in the World War
ITI Memorial which was dedicated last
year on our National Mall.

This resolution calls upon genera-
tions of Americans who followed those
who fought and died in this historic
conflict to pause and give remem-
brance to the sacrifices of the greatest
generation as the 60th anniversary of
V-J Day approaches. The events of that
war are slowly fading, and a distant
memory, rekindled only in our na-
tional consciousness by readings in his-
tory textbooks or by clips from old war
films, therefore we must assure,
through commemorations like the one
contained in this resolution that the
sacrifices of the World War II genera-
tion are never diminished or never for-
gotten.

We here today should dedicate our-
selves to preserving these memories,
even as we stand once again to thank
our World War II veterans for their sac-
rifice and their valor. As Americans re-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

flect on the decades of unparalleled
stability and prosperity following the
aftermath of the Second World War,
they may recall the words of the great
British Scientist, Sir Isaac Newton
who said, “If I have been able to see
further, it was only because I stood on
the shoulders of giants.”

The blessings we enjoy today come
from standing on the shoulders of those
giants who fought, bled and died 6 dec-
ades ago so we might be free. And so to
all those who fought, we owe an enor-
mous debt of gratitude. Their legacy
today is a peaceful and increasingly
prosperous Asian Pacific region, where
democratic institutions have taken
root and market economies have flour-
ished.

Their gift to us is an America which
still stands as a beacon of liberty to
the people of Asia who remember well
the horrors inflicted by the coming of
the Second World War.

With pride and boundless gratitude
do we acknowledge the unpayable debt
we all owe to veterans, who together
with our allies and those on the home
front, won the final victory which we
commemorate today.

Mr. Speaker I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and rise in strong support of this con-
current resolution.

Mr. Speaker, in the context of this
commemoration of what happened on
the watery battlefields of the Pacific 60
years ago, I want to draw special atten-
tion to the actions of one of our most
esteemed colleagues in this body, an
esteem that is bound to grow once peo-
ple know and understand the extent of
his contributions to the allies’ success
in this crucial part of World War II.

Our distinguished colleague and my
dear friend, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE), now the respected
chairman of the House International
Relations Committee, back then was a
young Naval officer facing the most
important battle of his life.

On January 9, 1945, he piloted a land-
ing craft into the Lingayen Gulf as
part of a massive landing force hoping
to establish a beachhead on the Phil-
ippine island of Luzon. His mission was
to help liberate the people of the Phil-
ippines from Japanese control.

The liberation of the Philippines and
the eventual victory of allied forces in
the War in the Pacific now seems to
have been predetermined. Yet it was
anything but decided during this im-
portant moment in global history.

Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) sur-
vived the battle of Lingayan Gulf. For
his exemplary service to his Nation, he
was awarded the Asiatic-Pacific Cam-
paign Medal, the World War II Victory
Medal, the American Campaign Medal,
and the Philippines Liberation Medal.

Mr. Speaker, it is evident to those of
us who have had the privilege of work-
ing alongside him in the intervening
years, that the gentleman from Illinois

H5765

(Mr. HYDE’s) tenacity in battle extends
to other forms of conflict.

But it is also clear that he is com-
mitted to bipartisan cooperation in the
national interest whenever possible. He
has remained loyal to the values that
propelled him into public service.

Mr. Speaker, I have the greatest re-
spect and admiration for the sacrifices
of American soldiers, many of whom
gave their lives in this epic battle
against the forces of fascism and Japa-
nese militarism. I owe my very life to
the American military and to the
troops of other allied countries which
liberated Europe at enormous costs.

There are millions of citizens in the
Asia-Pacific region, from the Phil-
ippines to Korea, who also owe their
freedom to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HYDE) and the thousands of other
brave Americans.

In many ways, Mr. Speaker, the vic-
tory over Japan was more of a begin-
ning than an end. In the aftermath of
World War II, the United States devel-
oped strong alliances across the Asia-
Pacific region, which have only
strengthened for the past 5 decades.
The United States and Japan have de-
veloped a robust multifaceted relation-
ship based on shared democratic values
and mutual interests in Asian and
global stability and development.

The strength of our relationship with
Japan today and the relative peace of
the Asia-Pacific region for over 50
years demonstrate the value of the sac-
rifices made by the brave American
soldiers in the Pacific theater.

With the passage of our resolution,
we commemorate these enormous con-
tributions to peace, and we commit
ourselves to remembering for all time
those who made the ultimate sacrifice
for this Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support this
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
California has been incredibly generous
in his remarks, and I would like to
comment on his history for the edifi-
cation of our colleagues.

Hitler’s forces occupied Hungary on
March 19, 1944. Along with the Nazi in-
vaders came the notorious Adolf Eich-
mann, with orders to exterminate the
Jewish population of Hungary. A 16-
year-old boy viewing these somber
events decided he had to take a stand.
He joined the Hungarian underground,
a loose-knit group which was made up
of small clusters of individuals.

Sent to a work camp to perform
forced labor to maintain a railway
bridge, this boy was the sole survivor
of an allied bombing raid. ‘I was con-
vinced I would not survive,” the boy
recalled. But fate had greater things in
store for this young hero. Escaping
from the camp, the young man made
his way to Budapest where he joined
Swedish diplomat Raoul Wallenberg in
his rescue operation to save much of
the Jewish community of Hungary.
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The young man ran operations for
the underground carrying food and
medicine through Nazi lines to Jews
hiding throughout the city. After the
war, the young man was reunited with
his childhood friend, who was to be-
come his wife, Annette. Together they
immigrated to America to start a new
life.

Fortunately for all of us on the Inter-
national Relations Committee and in
Congress and in America, that brave
lad from Budapest is here with us
today. After a distinguished academic
career in California, the same deter-
mination which kept him alive at the
bombed out railway bridge has now
brought him to Congress, where he
serves as the ranking Democratic
member of the International Relations
Committee.

For his courage in war, for his serv-
ice in peace, especially here in Con-
gress, I would like to express sincere
and profound appreciation to my friend
and colleague, the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS.)

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, before
yielding to my friend, the gentlewoman
from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO), I just want
to express my most profound gratitude
to my friend, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE), the distinguished
chairman of our committee.

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to yield
3 minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO).

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to thank my good friend, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
for yielding me the time and giving me
the opportunity to speak on the floor
today on this issue.

December 7, 1941 would come to mark
a historical pivot point for both Amer-
ica and the world. Two days later, the
Chamorros people of Guam would also
begin a dark and somber time. Over the
next 31 months, residents were turned
into refugees. Men, women, and chil-
dren were massacred, an entire island
enslaved.

An estimated 700 Chamorro people
perished over these years of occupa-
tion. On July 21, 1944, American troops
once again touched the shores of
Guam, ending the oppressive occupa-
tion.
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Liberation meant a restoration of
faith and future to the Chamorros as
they sought to reconstruct their island
and their lives. The scars of battle still
resonate, yet the lingering message of
history will never fade 61 years later.

I stand to honor those who fought to
liberate our people and to honor the re-
siliency displayed by the Chamorro
people in such formidable times. Just
yesterday we went to Arlington to lay
a wreath to honor those who perished.
And tonight in the Cannon Caucus
Room we invite the entire membership
of the U.S. Congress and their staff and
friends to come and join us in a libera-
tion celebration beginning at 6:30 p.m.
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-
MONS). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HYDE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 191.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

CONDEMNING THE TERRORIST AT-
TACKS IN LONDON, ENGLAND ON
JULY 7, 2005

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 356) condemning in the
strongest terms the terrorist attacks
in London, England, on July 7, 2005.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 356

Whereas, on July 7, 2005, a series of explo-
sions on public transportation facilities in
London, England, resulted in the death of
scores of civilians and the injury of hundreds
of others;

Whereas the explosions had been planned
and carried out by terrorists;

Whereas British first responders reacted
swiftly and heroically to save and assist ci-
vilian victims;

Whereas the people of London and of the
United Kingdom have a history of bravery
and resolve in the face of terrorism and war;

Whereas the people and Government of the
United Kingdom have been engaged in com-
mon efforts with the people and Government
of the United States in every front in the
Global War on Terrorism and in other efforts
to assure a safer and more secure world;

Whereas the people and Government of the
United Kingdom have been making heroic
sacrifices in Afghanistan, in Iraq, and in the
ongoing ‘‘shadow war’’ against terrorists
around the world; and

Whereas President George W. Bush, then
present in Gleneagles, Scotland, with other
world leaders, expressed the solidarity of the
people and Government of the United States
with the people and Government of the
United Kingdom: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) condemns in the strongest terms the
terrorist attacks in London, England, on
July 7, 2005;

(2) expresses its condolences to the fami-
lies and friends of those individuals who were
killed in the attacks and expresses its sym-
pathies to those individuals who have been
injured;

(3) joins with President George W. Bush in
expressing the solidarity of the people and
Government of the United States with the
people and Government of the United King-
dom as the recovery continues from these
cowardly and inhuman attacks; and
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(4) expresses its readiness to provide any
necessary assistance to the United Kingdom
authorities and to devote the necessary re-
sources to bring to justice those individuals
responsible for the London attacks, and to
pursue, disrupt, undermine, and dismantle
the networks which plan and carry out such
attacks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Res.
356.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, Americans were
shocked and dismayed but not nec-
essarily surprised when terror struck
at the heart of the capital of the
United Kingdom, the cradle of Western
liberty, on July 7, 2005.

It is too easy while we are pre-
occupied with celebrating our inde-
pendence from Britain in early July to
lose sight of what we owe Britain, our
language and our culture, the notion of
the rule of law and the separation of
powers, our common law legal system,
and the underpinnings of our economic
system, to name a few examples.

The British have been at our side and
we at theirs in the struggles against
tyranny that preoccupied us through-
out most of the 20th century and now
in the struggle against the nihilistic
terror that has marked the 21st cen-
tury and in our efforts to bring free-
dom to Iraq.

So it came as no real surprise to find
that those who hate us hate the British
too and acted on that hate.

The British have always impressed
the world with their courage, their re-
silience, recalling the days of the blitz.

Today, Britain is different than the
Britain of the Second World War. Its
streets are filled with people from all
over the world who are making their
homes in what is like ours, a land of
opportunity where newcomers are inte-
grated into society with remarkable
success. Today’s Londoners showed
themselves to be just as brave and de-
termined as the Londoners of the past.

President Bush made us all proud
when he so forthrightly and eloquently
supported Prime Minister Blair and
pledged his people and government our
full support. Today with this resolu-
tion, our House adds its voice to his.

We and the British people are bound
by ties that terror cannot loosen or
fray. We will not be satisfied until we
have done what we as Americans can to
bring the perpetrators of this attack to
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justice and we have successfully pur-
sued, disrupted, undermined, and dis-
mantled on a worldwide basis the net-
works that carry out such attacks.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H. Res. 356. Mr. Speaker, once again
the backbone, resilience and resistance
to barbarity shown by the citizens of
Great Britain have inspired men and
women everywhere who love liberty
and know that it comes with a price.
The aftermath of last week’s horren-
dous events in London and memories of
an earlier generation’s response to the
German blitz bring clearly to mind a
quality we Americans have long ad-
mired about our British cousins: the
unwavering will to withstand a setback
and then to get on with it.

By their words and by their deeds in
the past week, the people of the United
Kingdom have demonstrated yet again
that they will not allow brutality to
intimidate them. Far from it. They and
we shall prevail.

Queen Elizabeth, II, who as a teen-
ager helped rally her country to repel
tyranny during World War II, was elo-
quent but emphatic on this point a few
days ago as she visited the wounded in
a London hospital. ‘“Those who per-
petrate these brutal acts against inno-
cent people should know that they will
not change our way of life. Atrocities
such as these simply reinforce our
sense of community, our humanity,
and our trust in the rule of law. That is
the clear message from all of us.”

Mr. Speaker, while the Irish play-
wright George Bernard Shaw may have
been correct when he observed that
“England and America are two coun-
tries divided by a common language,”’
today there is no sentiment more
closely shared by Americans and Brit-
ons, nor one so clearly stated, as what
Her Majesty said: the perpetrators of
this revolting attack ‘‘will not change
our way of life.”” Their deeds ‘‘simply
reinforce our sense of community, our
humanity, and,” despite the all-too-
human impulse to exact swift retribu-
tion, ‘‘our trust in the rule of law.”

Mr. Speaker, our resolution on the
events in London now before the House
expresses outrage, fortitude and the
readiness to provide whatever re-
sources are needed to bring those re-
sponsible to justice. On behalf of all
our constituents, and all our com-
patriots, we in the Congress of the
United States extend across the Atlan-
tic our deepest condolences and our
outstretched hand in solidarity.

On September 12, 2001, Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair called the dark events
of the day before ‘‘an attack on the
free and democratic world every-
where.”” What happened in London on
July 7, 2005, was just such an assault.
For the sake of democracy and free-
dom, it cannot and it will not go unan-
swered.

Coming as it did on the heels of an
exalted week for Britain with the eyes
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of the world turned first on Wimbledon,
then on the G-8 meeting at Gleneagles
and finally on the triumph of being en-
trusted with the Olympic Games of
2012, this sickening blow may have
seemed all the more horrific by con-
trast with those previous days.

Mr. Speaker, let our response to this
outrage be neither to recoil nor to lash
out, but to renew our determination to
eradicate terrorism so that never again
can it cast its insidious shadow over
our peaceful lives.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this resolution unanimously.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROYCE).

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, as chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Inter-
national Terrorism and Nonprolifera-
tion, I rise in strong support of this
resolution that condemns the heinous
acts of terrorism that occurred in Lon-
don last Thursday July 7.

At 8:50 a.m. in a coordinated attack,
three bombs ripped through the Lon-
don Underground in central London
and an hour later a fourth explosion
tore apart the No. 30 bus. At present, 52
are dead and hundreds and hundreds
are wounded. Authorities are still at-
tempting to recover bodies trapped
under subway cars deep under Kings
Cross station. As a police official grue-
somely described this morning, ‘‘they
have to literally piece people together
and that takes time.”

The latest news reports suggest that
four young British citizens carried out
this latest act of Islamist terror, blow-
ing themselves up along with their in-
nocent victims in what would be the
first suicide attacks in Western Eu-
rope. I fear we are seeing the emer-
gence of a new generation of terrorists,
kids who were in their teens on 9/11.

One of the four implicated in the
London bombings was a teen. The
homegrown cell involved in the Van
Gogh murder in the Netherlands in-
cluded members as young as 18. North
African extremists from France have
been found in Iraq, some as young as
14. And as the 9/11 Commission de-
scribed, ‘“‘Our enemy is two-fold, al
Qaeda, a stateless network of terrorists
that struck us on 9/11 and a radical ide-
ological movement in the Islamic
world inspired in part by al Qaeda
which has spawned terrorist groups and
violence across the globe.”

As the 9/11 Commission tells us, ‘““The
first enemy is weakened but continues
to pose a grave threat. The second
enemy is gathering and will menace
Americans and American interests long
after Osama bin Laden and his cohorts
have been killed or captured. Thus, our
strategy must match our means to two
ends: dismantling the al Qaeda net-
work and prevailing in the longer term
over the ideology that gives rise to
Islamist terrorism.”

Now, unfortunately, lax asylum laws
and lax immigration laws have done
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the British and the rest of Europe no
favors and have contributed to the
radicalization of society there. Long
before bombs ripped through London,
Britain had become a breeding ground
for hate fed by a militant version of
Islam. For a decade, the city has been
a crossroads for would-be terrorists
who used it as a home base to commu-
nicate their message, to raise funds
and to recruit members.
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For years before his arrest, Abu
Hamza al-Masri openly preached vio-
lence at the Finsbury Park mosque in
north London. Among those who have
passed through that Finsbury Park
mosque are Zacarias Moussaoui and
Richard Reid.

Unfortunately, radical clerics gain-
ing a foothold in traditionally tolerant
societies is not unique to Britain. The
reality is that hate and intolerance is
being preached throughout the world,
and I thank the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE) and the ranking mem-
ber, the gentleman from California
(Mr. LANTOS), for bringing this resolu-
tion to the floor.

As the British have stood with us, we
stand by them. We will prevail. The
terrorists will not.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. FOSSELLA).

(Mr. FOSSELLA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the chairman for yielding me
this time and for bringing the resolu-
tion to the floor, along with the rank-
ing member, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS); and I urge its
unanimous adoption.

Mr. Speaker, on September 11, 2001,
the United States was attacked, and
Britain stood with us. This was not
only an attack against America, but
against the civilized world; and Britain
understood this.

On July 7, 2005, the terrorists struck
again, this time at our ally, Britain, in
London. Over 50 people are believed
dead and more than 700 wounded in
these horrific attacks. These terrorist
attacks have once again been directed
towards innocent civilians, except that
instead of New York and Washington,
D.C., the targets were in London. We
have seen this deliberate targeting of
civilians by terrorists in other places,
like Bali, Istanbul, Madrid, and be-
yond.

This message really goes to the peo-
ple of Britain, the citizens of London,
but especially to the families who lost
loved ones last week. In 2001, when not
just the United States of America came
together but the rest of the global
world stood with the United States and
the families who lost loved ones on
2001, it was a show of appreciation, re-
spect, sympathy, and condolences for
those who lost their lives to terror.

Out of the pain and the sorrow for
many of those families, and I know this
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because I represent about 300 who lost
loved ones on that fateful day on Sep-
tember 11, one of the saving graces
from all of that was the outpouring of
support from around the world that let
them know that they did not stand
alone; that let them know that our al-
lies, whether Great Britain or beyond,
stood with them and that the best
days, hopefully, would come.

Today, we stand as a body, as elected
representatives, but really speaking for
those people we represent to send those
same sympathies and condolences to
the people of London.

Yes, we will prevail. Yes, this web of
terror, and if there is not a point in
time we can say, it let now be the time,
this web of terror must be destroyed,
whether it is Bali, or the World Trade
Center, or the Khobar Towers, or
Nairobi, or Jakarta, or any other place
around the world where innocent peo-
ple still must fear for their lives be-
cause of these radical terrorists who
think nothing of taking innocent lives,
including their own.

The people of London have now been
Exhibit A in the latest chapter in the
war against terror. But the free people
of the United States, the free people of
Great Britain, and the free people
around the world, with our brave men
and women in the United States Armed
Services and those who are willing to
step up and give their life, will prevail
against these rogue terrorist punks.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New Mexico (Mrs. WIL-
SON).

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the chairman and
ranking member for bringing forth this
resolution today.

All of us here know how the Brits felt
last Thursday morning. We had all
been there ourselves in our own morn-
ing of terror not that long ago. It was
a routine morning commute, just a reg-
ular ordinary day; and then the course
of hundreds of lives changed and thou-
sands of others were deeply affected.
And we saw the best of the people of
London: people shocked but calm,
bravely helping others, a city getting
up and getting back to work on Friday
morning, and determined leaders who
will not bow to terrorists.

There were two things that came to
my mind, and more than one person
has recalled the leadership of Winston
Churchill not that long ago. While his
admonishment to ‘‘never give in’ is
more well-known, there is another
speech he gave in the summer of 1941,
after London had endured months of
bombing and 20,000 casualties in the
fall and winter of 1940-41. He said: ‘‘But
there was one thing about which there
was never any doubt. The courage, un-
conquerable grit and stamina of the
Londoners showed itself from the very
outset. Without that all would have

failed. Upon that rock, all stood
unshakable.”
Upon that rock, they are still

unshakable. Our thoughts and prayers
are with the people of London.
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
reemphasize our united determination
to stand with the people of the United
Kingdom in their moment of sorrow
and anguish and to reiterate our deter-
mination not to rest until terrorism is
destroyed on the face of this planet.

Mr. Speaker, I have no additional re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume to as-
sociate myself with the remarks of the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS).

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, even today, as
our friends and allies in London and the
United Kingdom move forward with heavy
hearts and continued anxiety, they are striking
back at the barbaric and cowardly terrorists
who attacked them without warning last week.

The British people have seen the face of
evil and, as we knew they would, they have
remained steadfast, resolute, and unbowed.

They have no intention of altering their way
of life, or compromising the democratic prin-
ciples that have fortified them through the cen-
turies.

All of us can learn from their strong, coura-
geous example, as we extend our deepest
condolences to the loved ones and friends of
those who have been stolen by these heinous
murderers.

It is incumbent upon us not only to condemn
the perpetrators and supporters of these un-
conscionable attacks, but also to express the
unwavering solidarity of the American people
and our government with the people and gov-
ernment of the United Kingdom.

Mr. Speaker, the civilized world is under at-
tack today by the purveyors of hate, violence,
intolerance and lawlessness. They have no
compunction about attacking and killing inno-
cent men, women and children.

And our responsibility to this and future gen-
erations could not be more clear. We must ex-
pose the moral emptiness and political hope-
lessness of those who subscribe to this twist-
ed ideology—this jihadist death cult—and we
must extinguish this force of darkness and de-
spair.

Victory in this fight will not be easy, but it is
inevitable as long as all those who cherish
peace, tolerance and the rule of law stand to-
gether as one.

Sixty-five years ago, Winston Churchill, in
steeling the British people against the terror of
his day—Hitler's Nazi regime—said: “Victory
at all costs, victory in spite of all terror, victory
however long and hard the road may be; for
without victory there is no survival.”

We must summon the same courage and
conviction today. Our enemies seek our de-
struction, but they underestimate our will. But
we shall succeed. Victory will be ours. And,
when we look back upon these difficult days,
we will be reminded of the British people’s
courage and steadfast determination.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-
MONS). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HYDE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 356.
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The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2864, WATER RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2005

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 346 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 346

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2864) to pro-
vide for the conservation and development of
water and related resources, to authorize the
Secretary of the Army to construct various
projects for improvements to rivers and har-
bors of the United States, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. After general de-
bate the bill shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. It shall be
in order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure now
printed in the bill. The committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute are waived. Notwith-
standing clause 11 of rule XVIII, no amend-
ment to the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be in order ex-
cept those printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion. Each such amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report, may
be offered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject
to a demand for division of the question in
the House or in the Committee of the Whole.
All points of order against such amendments
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. Any Member may demand a
separate vote in the House on any amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the Whole
to the bill or to the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
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one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. MATSUI); pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 346 is
a structured rule that allows for debate
on H.R. 2864, the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2005. The rule makes
in order seven amendments to the bill,
five offered by Democrats, one offered
by a Republican, and one bipartisan
amendment.

The underlying bill is a solidly bipar-
tisan piece of legislation introduced by
the chairman and ranking member of
the full Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure and the chairman
and ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Water Resources and the
Environment.

I want to begin by thanking the
chairman of the full committee, the
gentleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG);
the ranking member, the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR); chair-
man of the subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN);
and the ranking member, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON), for working together to
produce an outstanding piece of legis-
lation.

The Water Resources Development
Act renews the commitment of this
Congress to dealing with our Nation’s
water infrastructure. From clean
drinking water and wastewater treat-
ment to transportation on our rivers, it
is crucial to invest in our water infra-
structure.

H.R. 2864 authorizes or modifies 102
projects and studies related to naviga-
tion, improving our country’s ability
to ship goods and improve our econ-
omy.

The bill includes 225 flood disaster re-
duction projects and studies. West Vir-
ginia, my home State, has been hit by
several devastating floods in the past
few years. I appreciate that this bill in-
cludes authorization for a watershed
drainage assessment of the lower
Kanawha River Basin in Kanawha, Put-
nam, Mason, Jackson, and Roane coun-
ties in my district.

H.R. 2864 also reauthorizes important
corps projects across the country to
bring water and sewer lines to rural
communities. These water and sewer
projects bring jobs and economic devel-
opment to areas that need business in-
vestment. This legislation is a jobs bill
because it provides for the infrastruc-
ture needs of our communities and al-
lows for better movement of goods
across our waterways.

The Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure reported the Water
Resources Development Act in a bipar-
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tisan manner, and I trust that the full
House will adopt the bill today in the
same manner. I ask my colleagues to
join me in support of the rule and the
underlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from West Virginia
for yielding me this time, and I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Ms. MATSUI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this rule and strongly sup-
port the underlying measure, H.R. 2864,
that would provide for the water infra-
structure needs of our Nation.

The Water Resources Development
Act before us today reflects a shared
commitment to the larger goal of de-
veloping our national water resources
to address economic, environmental,
and also public safety needs.

H.R. 2864 is a comprehensive bill. It
does more than just authorize nearly
$10 billion for the construction of near-
ly 700 water resource development
projects and studies by the Army Corps
of Engineers. It seeks to improve the
corps’ implementation of projects.

From working with the corps year
after year, we know there are better
ways to implement projects. This bill
includes provisions to ensure that
corps projects are managed in a coordi-
nated and efficient manner, with im-
proved financial management.

To improve the planning and execu-
tion of ongoing projects, the com-
mittee is asking that the corps submit
yvearly financial reports, including an-
ticipated spending needs for future
years.
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The measure also streamlines the
project review process for environ-
mental reports and analyses.

Further, it would also allow for bet-
ter coordination between the Federal
review and State agencies affected by
the project. And these are just a few
examples of the many provisions this
bill includes to encourage better man-
agement and coordination of TU.S.
Army Corps projects. These improve-
ments are common sense. They will not
only facilitate better economic and en-
vironmental benefits of the projects,
but they will also allow projects to
reach completion faster.

With a number of ongoing water
projects in my district of Sacramento,
California, these provisions will trans-
late into real and tangible results. Sac-
ramento has a long history intertwined
with floods.

When the city endured a near cata-
strophic flood in 1986, the community
quickly realized it did not have nearly
the level of flood protection necessary
to fully safeguard the region. After the
city again faced more floods in 1997,
the community redoubled its efforts to
achieve 200-year flood protection. How-
ever, until that day arrives, flooding
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remains a very constant and genuine
threat. And continued Federal assist-
ance plays an important role in obtain-
ing that goal.

Despite years of effort, Sacramento
still remains one of the most flood-
prone and threatened cities in the
country, paling in comparison to the
level of protection enjoyed by other
river cities.

Thanks to the leadership of this com-
mittee, much has been done to address
the flood control needs of the region.
Indeed, several project authorizations
already in place that, once completed,
will provide in excess of 200-year flood
protection for much of the area. With
the continued support of Congress, Sac-
ramento has already made incremental
progress toward our initial goal of
achieving 100-year flood protection for
the region, and ultimately moving as
quickly as possible towards 200-year
flood protection.

Fortunately, as a result of lengthy
bipartisan negotiations, Congress has
authorized a suite of projects that will
achieve 200-year flood protection. Upon
completion of the authorized projects
to improve area levees, modify the out-
lets of Folsom Dam and raise Folsom
Dam by 7 feet, Sacramento will obtain
its long-term flood control goal.

I deeply appreciate the years of sup-
port of the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure has provided
to ensure these projects continue to
move forward, providing Sacramento
the level of flood protection that it
both needs and deserves.

In this bill, the committee embraced
a project which seemed to be bogged
down and hopeless, but because of a lit-
tle bit of innovation and a strong com-
mitment to finding success, it will be
authorized today.

After the Corps of Engineers rec-
ommended a flood control project at
Magpie Creek in Sacramento, the
project faced an unavoidable redesign
that nearly doubled the total cost of
the project. The cost increase put the
project out of reach of local afford-
ability, and the project seemed to be
stalled indefinitely. Taking the initia-
tive, the local sponsor, the Sacramento
Area Flood Control Agency, developed
a revised plan that is not only less
costly, but also has less of an environ-
mental impact.

What is significant is the cooperation
between the local stakeholders, the
Corps and Congress to work together to
find a solution. Because of this co-
operation, Sacramento now has a more
efficient project which will better pro-
tect us.

Just as thought went into this
project’s plan, it is apparent that the
Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee put great deliberation into
this bill. I would like to offer my deep
gratitude for the hours of work that
the gentleman from Alaska (Chairman
YoUuNG) and the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Chairman DUNCAN) and the
ranking members, the gentleman from
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Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) and the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON) have put into this bill.
Their long negotiations have produced
a bill that will save lives, homes and
businesses from devastation of flood-
waters and improve the quality of life.

These are stakes Sacramento knows
well. My district is located at the con-
fluence of the Sacramento and Amer-
ican rivers. Sacramento is the hub of a
6-county regional economy that pro-
vides 800,000 jobs for 1.5 million people.
A major flood along the American
River will cripple this economy, and
cost between $7 billion and $16 billion
in direct property damages and likely
result in significant loss of life.

The risk of serious flooding poses an
unacceptable threat to the safety and
economic well-being of Sacramento
and to California’s State capitol. It is
because of the bipartisan commitment
in the Sacramento region and the bi-
partisan commitment of these com-
mittee members that Sacramento is
slowly reducing its risk of flooding. We
are on a path, and I thank the com-
mittee for forging ahead with my com-
munity, to bring Sacramento the long-
awaited flood protection it needs and
deserves.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS), my colleague on the Com-
mittee on Rules.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) for
yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
rule and the underlying bill, the Water
Resources Development Act of 2005, or
WRDA.

Our Nation’s water resource infra-
structure is critical to our economy,
transportation system, power genera-
tion, flood control, and environmental
protection and restoration. This is es-
pecially true in my area in the Pacific
Northwest.

Our region’s river system is a great
resource, a resource that must be well-
managed and protected. Hydroelectric
dams provide clean, low-cost renewable
power. These facilities also provide a
system of locks that allow for the effi-
cient transport of tons of agricultural
products to coastal ports, which re-
duces congestion on our highways and
rail systems. The dams allow for the
control of floods, should that be nec-
essary.

The coastal ports that receive the
river-barged goods and products also
need careful attention. They are the
gateways to overseas markets. The
success of farmers and manufacturers
throughout the Northwest depend upon
these ports being navigable and appro-
priately maintained.

I want to highlight several provisions
of this bill that are of importance to
the communities and individuals that I
represent in central Washington.
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Like the WRDA bill passed by the
House in the last Congress, this bill in-
cludes direction to the Corps of Engi-
neers to allow workers at northwest
dams to participate in wage surveys.
This is a simple matter of equity as
workers’ participation in wage survey
is afforded to other Federal workers
doing similar jobs, especially at other
facilities in the northwest. I have
worked with the United Power trade
organization on this effort, and I am
pleased it once again will pass the
House.

This bill also includes language that
will allow the Corps to officially give
credit to the Port of Sunnyside for
funding it has invested to maintain
progress on its wetland restoration and
waste water treatment project. This
project is a creative initiative by the
Port of Sunnyside to improve the river
habitat and provide for greater eco-
nomic growth in the local community.
This provision ensures that the Port of
Sunnyside gets proper credit for funds
it invests as it works with the Corps to
make this project a reality.

Finally, this legislation lifts Corps
restrictions on the development of sev-
eral Port of Pasco properties. I am very
hopeful that elimination of these flow-
age easements will allow beneficial use
of this prime riverfront property to
move forward to the betterment of
Pasco and the Tri-Cities, of which
Pasco is one of the three cities.

Mr. Speaker, we must keep our com-
mitment to sustain and enhance our
Nation’s water resource infrastructure,
and that requires a regular review and
updating of congressional direction to
the Corps of Engineers to ensure that
existing projects are maintained and
that new needs are met.

This is the purpose of the WRDA bill
and why it is important that it pass
the House and the Senate act on it this
year to ensure that this measure and
the benefits it provides will become
law.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to support this rule and the
underlying WRDA bill.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 7
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate the gentlewoman’s courtesy
for yielding me this time, and I noticed
with pride her reference to the Sac-
ramento situation. We worked with
Bob Matsui on that for years, and he
provided great leadership. I appreciate
the gentlewoman’s continued efforts,
and I am pleased this bill looks like it
may help move that project forward. It
is a priority for not only California,
but also the Nation.

I am also pleased to serve under the
leadership of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Chairman DUNCAN). I truly be-
lieve that the work of the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is devel-
oping a path for a new direction for the
Corps of Engineers and water re-
sources.

This has been an arduous, difficult
task in our Chamber and the other
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Body, dealing with a wide variety of
issues and I salute him, our ranking
member, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) and her
predecessor, Mr. COSTELLO, because I
know they have spent long, hard hours
bringing forth a product that will do
much good for America.

I come today in support, however, of
one amendment which I appreciate
being made in order in this rule which
will enable the Chamber to take a step
back and look at the largest, most ex-
pensive navigation project in Amer-
ica’s history. I think it is important
that we take that careful look, because
frankly, there are grave questions
about this project.

Today, for instance, I note yet an-
other in a flood, if I may use the term,
of editorials from around the country.
This from the Chicago Tribune entitled
“Reality on the River’” that calls into
question the wisdom of this massive in-
vestment.

WRDA would authorize $1.8 billion to
expand seven locks on the upper Mis-
sissippi and Illinois Rivers. This would
be the most expensive project for navi-
gation in our Nation’s history. It will
take 10 to 15 percent of the Corps con-
struction funding for years, indeed dec-
ades.

The gentlewoman from California
(Ms. MATSUI) needs to be concerned
about this if we are going to fund what
she wants. The gentlewoman from West
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) has water re-
source needs that are of significance to
her constituents, which are at risk if
we are going to make this massive in-
vestment.

For order of magnitude, Members are
familiar with the ‘“‘Big Dig”’ highway
project in Massachusetts. This is an
order of magnitude five times larger
than the Big Dig when applied to
water.

When the Corps is facing a $58 billion
backlog of projects right now and a
construction budget of less than $2 bil-
lion per year, we need to look at this
very, very carefully; especially since
the economic justification of this
project is not just shaky, but frankly,
it looks to be flawed.

Studies by the National Academy of
Science and the Congressional Re-
search Service, as well as the recent
history of traffic on the Mississippi,
shows that there is not an increase in
barge traffic that would justify it. In
fact, for the last 20 years, barge traffic
has been flat, and for the last 13 years
it has declined. It has declined more
than a third from 1992. As barge traffic
has declined, we have nonetheless
spent almost a billion dollars rehabili-
tating the locks on the river. This has
been controversial from the start. This
project helped launch our Corps reform
efforts. Members of this Chamber may
remember in the year 2000, the Corps of
Engineers fired the lead economist,
Donald Sweeney, because he claimed
Corps officials had ordered him to
‘“‘cook the books,” to underestimate
how much was going to be shipped.
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Well, he applied for whistleblower pro-
tection. In fact, the Army’s inspector
general confirmed that the Corps had
manipulated the documents. Unfortu-
nately, the Corps has not adequately
fixed the process.

Several studies from the National
Academy of Science and the Congres-
sional Research Service show that the
model is still flawed. In fact, the most
recent study from the National Acad-
emy of Science in 2004 points out that
despite their efforts, ‘“The study con-
tains flaws serious enough to limit its
credibility and value within the policy-
making process.”’

Now, I want to make clear I am not
here today to Kkill this project. The
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE)
and I are offering an amendment that
simply says if this project is justified,
then it goes forward. Our amendment
just says that the minimum justifica-
tion, 35 million tons of barge traffic, is
the lowest justification that would
make this economically viable. They
have 3 more years to hit the target.
Maybe there has been an aberration in
the last 20 years, so they have 3 more
years. If in the course of the next 3
years there still is no increase, then
certainly we should not be spending al-
most $2 billion.

This amendment does not delay the
project. Testimony before our com-
mittee indicated it will take 4 to 5
years even with optimal funding for
planning for this to move forward.
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Not only would the amendment not
delay the project at all, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and I rec-
ommend that there be immediate ac-
tivities in the basin to be able to move
barges more efficiently. Under our
amendment, people who ship will get
help immediately. It will make it easi-
er for barge traffic to go up and down.
It will make it easier to hit their pro-
jections. It would seem we are doing
them a favor.

Bear in mind that this is a time of
great change in the upper Midwest.
Their products are going north to Can-
ada on rail, south to Mexico on rail
under NAFTA. They are actually ex-
porting less because they are using
product for the domestic market for
things like ethanol and for food for ani-
mals. It is not likely that there is
going to be a need for increased river
capacity in the future. And it is not
about shifting to trucks. This product
is already moving on rail, going north
and south, going west; and we are not
taking away the barges in the Mis-
sissippi River. They will still be there.

I strongly urge my friends to look at
this, the largest project for navigation
in our history, to do things now under
our amendment that will help the
barge traffic, that are cheaper and
more cost effective. Every Member has
a stake in this, and I urge your consid-
eration.
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[From the Chicago Tribune, July 13, 2005]
REALITY ON THE RIVER

Congress is poised to approve the most ex-
pensive water navigation and restoration
project in U.S. history, despite glaring evi-
dence that the project is a multibillion-dol-
lar boondoggle.

The proposed $1.8 billion project would en-
large and modernize the 80-year-old system
of locks along the Mississippi and Illinois
Rivers so barges carrying corn, soybeans and
other goods to Gulf of Mexico ports can trav-
el more quickly. Advocates say the project is
needed for Midwestern agribusiness to stay
ahead of rising competitors such as Brazil.
The mighty Mississippi remains a cheap
shipping route, but congestion and other
delays sometime hold up barges for hours.

The 10-year-old project, though, has faced
constant questions about wasteful spending
and inflated expectations. The Army Corps
of Engineers has predicted river traffic could
increase as much as 30 percent over the next
20 years. But a Congressional Research Serv-
ice report and studies by the National Acad-
emy of Sciences have found little to back up
that rosy projection and have questioned
whether the real economic benefits will be
worth the cost.

Congress has one chance to protect tax-
payers on this. The House is scheduled to
vote as early as Wednesday on a measure
that would cut off the project’s funds before
construction begins if river traffic fails to
grow as much as the Army Corps projects it
will over the next five years. That measure
deserves strong support.

There’s good reason to question the projec-
tions. Mississippi River traffic is close to
where it was back in 1980 and has declined
sharply through the five major locks since
1990, partly because Midwestern growers
have been shipping more goods by rail and
selling more corn to nearby ethanol plants.

The locks improvement project ground to a
halt in early 2000 after a whistle-blower ac-
cused the Army Corps of inflating the
project’s economic benefits. An investigation
by the Army’s inspector general later cited a
built-in bias at the Corps in favor of costly
construction projects.

Yet a coalition of barge operators, agricul-
tural producers and Midwestern lawmakers
is pushing the House to approve the project
before the August recess.

It may be too late to head off that ap-
proval. But an amendment sponsored by Rep.
Jeff Flake, an Arizona Republican, and Rep.
Earl Blumenauer, an Oregon Democrat,
would make the first phase of construction
money dependent upon river traffic increas-
ing enough to justify it.

If traffic fails to reach the 16 percent
growth that the Army Corps projects by 2010,
funds to the expansion project would be de-
nied. Taxpayers would have paid only $13.7
million, which was approved last year for re-
search and design.

The Army Corps of Engineers has an unfor-
tunate reputation for underestimating costs
and exaggerating benefits of some of its
projects. Tying its construction budget to its
own predictions would create a powerful in-
centive for the Corps and other government
agencies to ground their grand plans in real-
istic expectations.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUN-
CAN), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Water Resources and the
Environment.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from West Virginia
for yielding me this time and for her
hard work on this bill. I rise in strong
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support of the rule for consideration of
H.R. 2864, the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2005. This is a good rule
and a good bill. There are, as all of us
know, very few amendments; and I
think that is in large part because the
committee has worked hard over a long
period of time to address Members’
needs in the bill and in the manager’s
amendment.

I think that our subcommittee does
not have a better member than the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER), and I will speak more to
his amendment during general debate.
But I can tell you that I certainly sym-
pathize with the thrust of his amend-
ment because I think every water
project in the country should be looked
at very closely and should be done in
the most cost-effective way possible. I
will say just simply at this point that
the project of which he has spoken and
to which his amendment is addressed is
the number one priority of the Inland
Waterway Users Board representing
the taxpayers who pay into the inland
waterway trust fund and that pays one-
half of the project cost. As I said, I will
speak in more detail about the general
provisions of the bill during general de-
bate.

Right now, let me just say that H.R.
2864 is the product of several years of
bipartisan work by the Transportation

and Infrastructure Committee. The
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) mentioned the gen-

tleman from Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO)
who was the ranking member and with
whom I worked so closely on this bill
in the last Congress.

Basically, this bill in the last Con-
gress is really the product or was the
forerunner and is very, very similar to
this bill and that bill passed the last
Congress by a vote of 412-8. Basically,
we have the same bill here today. By
working together, the committee is
presenting to the House a bill that is
supported by over 200 organizations, in-
cluding the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, which has stated that they plan
to score the vote on this bill when they
issue their annual ‘“How They Voted”
ratings.

I certainly would not want to run
through the more than 200 of those
groups, but just let me give you a short
list of some groups supporting this bill,
and you will see some of the wide vari-
ety:

the Chamber of Commerce, the
American Society of Civil Engineers,
the American Farm Bureau Federa-
tion, the American Shore and Beach
Preservation Association, the Associ-
ated General Contractors of America,
the International Brotherhood of
Teamsters, the National Association of
Flood and Stormwater Management
Agencies, the International Longshore-
men’s Association, the National Corn
Growers Association, the American As-
sociation of Port Authorities, the La-
borers International Union, the Na-
tional Mining Association, the Agricul-
tural Retailers Association, American
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Waterways Operators, National Rural
Electric Cooperative Association, the
American Shipbuilding Association,
the National Stone, Sand and Gravel
Association.

I could go and on. But you see that
we have business groups supporting
this bill, labor groups supporting this
bill, governmental organizations sup-
porting this bill; and so I think this is
a bill that deserves bipartisan support.
It is a very fiscally conservative bill.

But I think perhaps even more im-
portantly, we have passed WRDA bills
and water resource development bills
usually every 2 years for many years.
No WRDA bill in the history of this
Congress has done more to be environ-
mentally friendly, none has done more
for environmental infrastructure
projects, none has gone further in set-
ting up peer review procedures for our
major projects; and so I think this is a
bill that will receive and will deserve
the support of a very large number of
Members on both sides of the aisle.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the Rules Com-
mittee for their help and assistance
and cooperation, and I urge passage of
this rule and passage of the underlying
bill.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

I encourage Members to support the
rule. I look forward to the debate and
hopeful passage of the underlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time. I urge
all of my colleagues to support this fair
rule and the bipartisan underlying leg-
islation which provides critical funding
to improve our Nation’s water infra-
structure. From clean drinking water
and wastewater treatment to transpor-
tation on our rivers, it is crucial to in-
vest in our water infrastructure.

This is a jobs bill that will spur eco-
nomic growth and development in com-
munities across our Nation. I believe
all Members should be able to support
this rule and the underlying legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-
MONS). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 27 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

———
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
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tempore (Mr. BOOzZMAN) at 1 o’clock
and 54 minutes p.m.

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 6, ENERGY POLICY ACT OF
2005

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 6) to
ensure jobs for our future with secure,
affordable, and reliable energy, with a
Senate amendment thereto, disagree to
the Senate amendment, and agree to
the conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MRS. CAPPS

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
motion to instruct conferees.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mrs. CAPPS moves that the managers on
the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the Senate amendment to the bill H.R. 6 (An
Act to ensure jobs for our future with secure,
affordable, and reliable energy) be instructed
not to agree to the inclusion of any provi-
sions in the conference report modifying the
liability with respect to methyl tertiary
butyl ether (MTBE).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. CAPPS)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
BARTON) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. CAPPS).

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, this motion would do
one thing: it urges conferees to reject a
provision granting MTBE manufactur-
ers a waiver from liability for the dam-
age their products have caused to
groundwater supplies throughout this
country.

This broad liability waiver for MTBE
manufacturers should be rejected for a
number of reasons.

First, and most recent, a new draft
risk assessment on MTBE written by
the Environmental Protection Agency
has concluded that MTBE is a likely,
and I quote ‘likely,” human car-
cinogen. According to the publication
“Inside EPA,” the study pinpoints kid-
ney and lymph node tumors as a result
of MTBE exposure.

Up until now, most of the concern
about MTBE contamination has been
that a tiny bit of it makes water smell
and taste like kerosene, rendering the
water unusable. But now EPA has re-
leased information that says MTBE in
water may mean more than an unpleas-
ant taste or smell: it may threaten
your health.

MTBE contamination is a huge prob-
lem, and it is not going away. To date,
this contamination has been found in
over 2,300 water systems serving 36
States. Two recent studies have recon-
firmed that the cost of removing MTBE
from drinking water is substantial. The
new studies put MTBE cleanup costs in
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the range of $25 billion to $33 billion
and could be as high as $85 billion or
more, and that is the cost for existing
pollution.

Third, documents unearthed in court
cases show that MTBE manufacturers
knew as early as the mid-1980s about
the damage their products caused to
groundwater sources; and yet they con-
tinued to add it to gasoline. That is
why juries have found that MTBE is a
defective product. They also found that
o0il companies acted with malice be-
cause they knew what could happen
with MTBE, and they did not do any-
thing to stop it. That is why these o0il
companies have settled their cases.
They did not pay millions of dollars to
Tahoe, Santa Monica, and other com-
munities out of good citizenship. They
did it because they knew that juries
would lower the boom on them for
their actions. That is why this bill
voids defective product lawsuits, be-
cause that is the way oil companies are
being held accountable for their ac-
tions.

Fourth, CBO has found that the li-
ability waiver in this House bill is an
unfunded mandate. This protection for
MTBE manufacturers is a huge un-
funded liability that would shift the
cost of the cleanup, literally billions of
dollars, on to towns, cities, and water
districts, on to your constituents, I say
to my colleagues; and that is just plain
wrong.

Mr. Speaker, 2 months ago, the
House narrowly voted down my amend-
ment to strike the MTBE liability
waiver from our bill. Many Members
voted ‘‘no”’ because of some impending
deal to address the cleanup issue once
and for all. Well, reports of this deal
have leaked out. They are not pretty,
and they will not address the MTBE
contamination that your constituents
face today or may face in the future.

The deal would provide full liability
protection to MTBE producers and es-
tablish a $4 billion to $8 billion trust
fund to address the contamination cri-
sis. One big problem: remember, the
cleanup of MTBE contamination is
going to cost between $25 billion and
$33 billion and could be as high as $85
billion, dwarfing this deal’s cleanup
fund.

Another problem: at least half of this
fund comes from taxpayers. Mr. Speak-
er, why should taxpayers pay to clean
up MTBE contamination? MTBE manu-
facturers caused this problem, and they
knew it when they did it. They should
clean it up.

This is a deal written by the industry
for the industry. And it is no surprise
that no one from the water industry,
no cities, no counties, the people who
will have to deal with the contamina-
tion, none of these people support this
bill.

Finally, these are the controversial
MTBE provisions that killed the en-
ergy bill in the last Congress. The Sen-
ate bill did not include MTBE provi-
sions in their bill, and for good reason.
They knew that giving these manufac-
turers protection from liability would
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end the chances of the bill becoming
law. With the country continuing to
experience record energy prices, the
need for comprehensive energy legisla-
tion is clear, and MTBE provisions
once again threaten the passage of this
bill.

Mr. Speaker, the MTBE industry
knowingly caused widespread ground-
water pollution, and now it is trying to
shirk its responsibility to the commu-
nities living with this huge problem.

So I urge my colleagues to support
the Capps motion to instruct conferees
and to reject this ridiculous bailout for
the MTBE industry.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise just to say that I object to the
motion to instruct.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI).

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the motion to in-
struct. I commend the Congresswoman
for her extraordinary leadership, for
working to protect communities from
MTBE and from unfunded mandates
that shift of cost of clean-up to com-
munities without the funding to
match.

For b years, Republicans have pushed
policies to give billions of dollars to
special interests which then reaped
record profits. Republicans are not lis-
tening to the American people’s con-
cerns about the need for save drinking
water, clean air, or for lowering the
price at the pump of gasoline.

Instead of siding with the Americans
strangled by high gas prices, President
Bush’s own Department of Energy said
that the energy bill would actually
raise gas prices, and that the Presi-
dent’s proposals would increase our for-
eign oil dependance by 85 percent.

But nowhere is Republican pandering
more on display than in the provisions
relating to MTBE. Mr. Speaker, as you
probably know, a few drops of MTBE
can poison whole drinking water sup-
plies. The industry knew that MTBE
would leak from gasoline storage tanks
when they lobbied for its use.

They deliberately hid this fact from
Congress. The result of their malfea-
sance is clear: MTBE contaminated
groundwater in every single State in
America with estimated clean-up costs
between $25 and $85 billion.

Incredibly, instead again of siding
with communities poisoned by MTBE,
House Republicans lined up to protect
polluters from liability. Last year, the
Majority Leader, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY) added language to
the energy bill to protect MTBE pol-
luters knowing it would kill the legis-
lation and he did the same this year.

The House-passed bill protects MTBE
producers form lawsuits. By their ac-
tions, House Republicans imposed an
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unfunded mandate on local commu-
nities to protect polluters. This is con-
trary to a fundamental principle that
in our society polluters must pay for
the damage they cause, not our chil-
dren with their health.

The Republicans said to localities,
not only will we protect the people who
poisoned your water, but we are going
to leave you with the bill.

Mr. Speaker, we are spending our
time debating yet another huge sub-
sidy for profitable oil and gas compa-
nies at taxpayer’s expense, when we
should be focusing on what consumers
want, clean water to drink and relief
from high prices at the pump.

This is a disgrace. Conferees should
insist on the Senate version that ex-
cludes this shameful MTBE liability
waiver. Only then can we reaffirm our
commitment to strengthening commu-
nity by promoting a clean and healthy
environment where polluters pay again
for the damage they cause, not our
children with their health.

Again, I thank the gentlewoman
from California, (Mrs. CAPPS) for seiz-
ing this opportunity as she did when
the House first considered this legisla-
tion. I urge my colleagues to vote for
the motion to instruct so that we can
end this disgraceful giveaway to oil
companies and MTBE polluters that
poison water all across the country.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY).

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the Capps motion. The
House Energy Bill contains a so-called
“Fuels Safe Harbor” that hands over
get-out-of-court-free cars to the big oil
companies responsible for polluting our
communities’ drinking water supplies
with MTBE. The MTBE safe harbor is
really a pirates cove for corporate pol-
luters.

If enacted, it will let corporate pol-
luters off the hook for water contami-
nation and other damages to the envi-
ronment and public health resulting
from MTBE contamination.

A few months ago, President Bush
said, ‘I will tell you, with $55 oil, we do
not need to give incentives to oil and
gas companies to explore, there are
plenty of incentives.”

Well, the President is right. Oil
prices are now up to $60 a barrel, but
the Republican energy bill would none-
theless hand billions of dollars worth of
tax and regulatory subsidies over to
wealthy oil companies. The MTBE 1i-
ability waiver is only the tip of the
vast iceberg of subsidies in this bill. $8
billion in tax subsidies and incentives
for energy companies in the energy
bill; $3 billion for the oil and gas indus-
try; billions more in the Senate bill for
the oil and gas industry.

There is something called royalty re-
lief for the oil industry, which basi-
cally suspends requirements for oil
companies to pay the Government for
drilling on public land. There is a $2
billion subsidy for wultradeep water

H5773

drilling R&D, and they also get a spe-
cial exemption from the Clean Water
Act.

With oil prices hovering at $60 a bar-
rel, they do not need these breaks.
Exxon reported $25 billion worth of
profits last year; Conoco, $8 billion;
royal Dutch Shell, $18 billion; BP, $16
billion; Chevron-Texaco, $13 billion.
They do not need any incentives from
the taxpayer, they are already in the
pockets of the very same people as con-
sumers, tipping them upside down.

And just think about it. The oil com-
panies are making more money than
they can ever spend, and Congress, in
this bill, is going to pass a bill totally
immunizing MTBE producers from any
legal liability for producing an inher-
ently defective product.

If there is an industry that can pay
for this problem, it is the industry that
has made more profits in the last year
than any industry in the history of the
world. We are going to do this despite
scientific studies which have shown
that MTBE causes cancer in laboratory
animals.

Ladies and gentlemen, this is a huge
mistake, the House ‘‘safe harbor’ from
legal liability will shift the burden of
cleaning up MTBE contamination from
the companies back to the local com-
munity. So again, the consumer will be
paying high gasoline prices, high home
heating oil prices, they will be paying
out of their tax dollars to give sub-
sidies to the oil companies, and then
they will have to go into their pockets
again to clean up the mess which is left
over.

Vote yes for the Capps motion to in-
struct the conferees.

Ms. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3%
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. ESHO0O).

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
distinguished colleague for her leader-
ship, not only on this issue, but on so
many others that come before the
House Commerce Committee.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
motion to instruct. It may indeed be
our very last chance to get something
right in this flawed energy bill, so-
called energy bill. According to the
independent analysts at the U.S. En-
ergy Information Administration, this
bill has virtually no impact on energy
production, on consumption, on im-
ports or on prices at the pump.

In fact, these independent analysts
say that gas prices will increase. So
wake up, America. Look what is hap-
pening to you under a so-called energy
bill. The price that you pay at the
pump is going to go up. Is that what we
need the Congress for? I do not think
S0.

If the House bill did nothing, that
would be one story. But the truth is
that the bill imposes huge costs on tax-
payers. And that is what we are pro-
testing here on the floor, and why
there is this motion to instruct.

Probably the worst provision of the
bill is the MTBE liability waiver. What
is it? It provides a safe place, a safe
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harbor that prevents refiners and
MTBE manufacturers from being held
accountable in court for selling a de-
fective product. What this safe harbor
does is relieve the industry of any obli-
gation to pay even a portion of the es-
timated $29 to $85 billion cost of clean-
ing up drinking water that has been
contaminated by the product.

So who pays? You pay. Not those
that are responsible for it, but you. All
under the guise of we want to lower
your taxes. Imagine what is going to
happen in your local community. Do
you think your local government has
this money? Mine does not.

The Congressional Budget Office
calls this an unfunded mandate—you
have to do it, but there is no money to
do it—on local and State governments,
because they have to pay for the clean-
ups on their own.

This is not just a matter of account-
ing. It is a matter of public health.
Just last week it was reported in a new
EPA draft report that MTBE is a likely
carcinogen. And when MTBE is found
in drinking water, we know we have to
clean it up. There is not an option on
this. I do not want my kids drinking it.
I do not want yours to.

Successful lawsuits in California
have led to substantial settlements
with oil companies. And these settle-
ments have enabled communities to
begin cleaning up their drinking water
supplies. Now, because communities
are winning these suits, the industry
wants Congress to let them off the
hook.

Mr. Speaker, there is no reason to do
this. If they are losing in court, it is
because they have a lousy case. And
there is a reason that these settle-
ments are taking place, the industry is
responsible for the mess and they have
known about the threat for years.

So why is a safe harbor being created
for the industry? No one outside the in-
dustry thinks this is a good idea. In
May of this year, the Governor of Cali-
fornia wrote to us and said that this
provision should be stripped from the
bill. I think that my California col-
leagues should be paying attention to
that.

Along with the Governor, the Na-
tional League of Cities, National Asso-
ciation of Counties, the Association of
California Water Agencies and many
others have sent letters voicing their
opposition. This is a bad provision.

Last Congress the provision sank the
bill. And it should have. This year we
should strip it from the bill. Vote for
the motion to instruct.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3%
minutes to the gentleman form Maine
(Mr. ALLEN).

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. CAPPS’) motion to instruct
energy bill conferees to strike the
MTBE liability waiver provision from
the final energy bill.

The conferees should understand that
we want an energy bill, not an energy
subsidy bill. What is more important?
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The profits of o0il companies or the
health of our people and the financial
health of States and communities in
which we live?

The liability waiver assumes that
Congress mandated MTBE use in 1990.
But that is really not true. Congress
mandated the use of an oxygenate in
reformulated gasoline, but MTBE is
not and was not the only oxygenate.

MTBE was used extensively in non-
RFG areas where no mandate applied.
Furthermore, MTBE was marketed and
used extensively before 1990. Maine’s
experience really illustrates the MTBE
problem.

Maine volunteered to phase into the
Federal reformulated gas program in
1991. And in 1995 reformulated gas con-
taining MTBE entered the marketplace
in Maine. Two years later, in 1997, the
Maine Bureau of Health reported
MTBE in 7 percent of Maine public
water supplies.

One year later, 1998, MTBE was de-
tected in 16 percent of the public water
supplies. So starting that year, 1998,
Maine began phasing out the use of
MTBE, and in 2007, Maine will impose a
partial ban of MTBE.
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This liability waiver creates a mas-
sive unfunded mandate. Communities
face a 25 to $85 billion bill to clean up
the MTBE. And juries in some cases
have recently found the MTBE manu-
facturers, lax Texas oil firms, were dis-
honest about the impact of their prod-
uct on groundwater. The juries con-
cluded that the companies are liable
for the cost of cleanup.

One reason is when you go back to
1981, the Shell engineers were joking
with each other that MTBE stood for
“menace threatening our bountiful en-
vironment’’ or ‘‘most things biodegrade
easier.” They knew what the impact of
this substance would be.

Just this month, just this month
EPA developed a draft risk analysis
that concludes that MTBE is a ‘‘like-
1y’ human carcinogen. If finalized, this
would dramatically increase the cost of
MTBE cleanup.

So this liability waiver provision
takes away the best claim that com-
munities and States have to require
manufacturers to help clean up the
mess they created by manufacturing a
defective product.

Now, finally, we hear a lot about a
deal in the works to address this crisis.
I would ask, will this deal protect com-
munities from having to pay to clean
up MTBE? Will this deal cover the cost
of cleaning up the water, or will it just
pay to remove leaking tanks? Will this
deal be subject to an annual appropria-
tions at a time when funding for clean
water programs here in Congress is
being cut, or will it charge cleanup
costs to the American people in order
to bail out Texas 0il companies?

I encourage all of my colleagues to
support the motion.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
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chusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), a member of
the Committee on Rules.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of the Capps motion
to instruct.

Though this administration and the
Republican majority often stress the
need for an energy bill, citing rising
gas prices, this bill will not do any-
thing to lower energy prices in this
country. Gas prices continue to rise,
and this bill does nothing to lower
them.

The Republican energy bill does
nothing to reduce our Nation’s depend-
ency on foreign oil. It harms our envi-
ronment, and in the end it is nothing
more than a big fat giveaway to the oil
and gas industries at a time when they
do not need these giveaways.

If that were not bad enough, oil com-
panies have knowingly contaminated
our Nation’s water systems with the
fuel additive MTBE, polluting the same
drinking water that serves 45 million
Americans. These companies were fully
aware of MTBE’s ability to seep in the
water supply, and they understood the
impact that this potential human car-
cinogen could have on public health.
Yet they still chose to use MTBE for
nearly 20 years. And now the Repub-
lican leadership wants to protect these
same o0il companies from any liability
for the damages they have caused.

Instead, they want to leave it up to
our State and local governments to
pick up the tab. This is unconscion-
able. This motion to instruct is based
on common sense. These companies
should be held responsible for the dam-
ages they caused.

Now, we all know the arguments.
This is an unfunded mandate passed on
to our State and local governments.
Many communities have filed legiti-
mate suits to recover the costs of
MTBE cleanup estimated to exceed $29
billion. Yet this bill essentially blocks
these suits and could preempt hundreds
more, leaving communities with a
multibillion dollar unfunded mandate
at the hands of this Congress.

Mr. Speaker, the party of States’
rights has become the party of Big
Business. This bill is another handout
to the oil, gas, and MTBE producers.
Support the Capps motion to instruct
and strike this lousy provision.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. SOLIS).

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to commend the work of the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. CAPPS) on
this important issue that not only af-
fects California but the entire country.

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in strong
support of the motion to instruct con-
ferees on the MTBE provision in the
House energy bill. I adamantly oppose
the language in the House bill passed
which would give a free ride to manu-
facturers of MTBE, leaving taxpayers
across the country holding the bag for
cleanup. This is not an issue where a
deal can be struck.

The industry, the only supporters of
these deals, has been spreading false
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statements about the cleanup of MTBE
being paid for by responsible parties
and wants us to believe that future
cleanup will be paid for. But who ends
up paying that? The taxpayers.

These groups are ignoring two impor-
tant items. One is that the leaking un-
derground storage tank program which
the manufacturers believe will bail
them out is not appropriately funded
right now. They are not cleaning any-
thing up as they should be and many of
the State programs are broke. Right
now EPA oversees 700,000 leaking un-
derground storage sites. Of the 700,000
underground storage sites, 136,000 are
currently leaking, and they are not
being cleaned up.

EPA anticipates that over the next 10
years, 120,000 new leaks will occur. De-
spite the need for cleanup funds and
the growing inability of the funds need-
ed to clean these up, we know that this
administration cut back by 8 percent
that fund.

State programs right now like Cali-
fornia and other places are also being
starved of this much needed funding.

Twelve States have funds with more
claims than money. Two State funds
have gone bankrupt. Fifteen State
funds are funded only by gas taxes, and
five States do not even have cleanup
funds.

The provision in the House energy
bill and any deal that may be struck is
going to leave our taxpayers holding
the bag. No deal is going to help our
communities bear the burden for the
rest of the cleanup. The only way to
fairly and adequately pay for the clean-
up is to allow for those manufacturers
to be found responsible and account-
able.

Lastly, I want to say also that the
House Republican energy bill fails to
address the Nation’s record gas prices;
and according to the Bush administra-
tion’s own energy department, they
would actually cause gas prices to in-
crease.

Hello? What are we doing here today
by not addressing the consumers’ needs
right now where gas prices and a barrel
of oil is up to $60 a barrel.

We need reform. We need something
that is going to help our consumers,
and we do not want to see more of our
water polluted by MTBE. Support the
motion to instruct.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
how many speakers does the gentle-
woman have?

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I do not
have any further speakers, just closing
comments of my own.

(Mr. BARTON of Texas asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, back in the middle of
the Depression in the late 1920s or the
early 1930s, the east Texas oil field was
discovered, and at that time it was the
world’s largest oil field. And since it
was discovered by a man named Joiner
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who was an independent, all kinds of
folks rushed in to get a piece of that
action.

It was not discovered by the major
oil companies, and so literally tens of
thousands of people from all over the
country came to east Texas and to Kil-
gore and to Longview to try to make
their fortune.

The law enforcement facilities and
the personnel were just overwhelmed.
So finally in desperation, one of the
county judges called down to Austin to
speak to the Governor of Texas. He
said, Governor, we are being over-
whelmed here. We have a riot on our
hands. Can you send the Texas Na-
tional Guard and the Texas Rangers?
Could you send us some help so we can
restore law and order? The Governor of
Texas said, I will be happy to do that.

So about a day later, the sheriff and
the county judge and some of the coun-
ty commissioners, they went to the
train station to meet the help. And
they were expecting hundreds, if not
thousands, of troops and Rangers to
step off the train; and one lonely Texas
Ranger, a grizzled old guy stepped off
the train. The county judge says, I
called the Governor and I asked for
help, where is it? The Ranger said, You
are looking at it. The county judge
said, We got a riot on our hands. And
the Ranger said, How many riots? And
the judge said, One. The Ranger said,
Well, I am one Ranger. One Ranger,
one riot. And he proceeded to quell the
disturbance.

Well, we have heard from our friends,
and they are my friends, every one of
them except for one that just spoke is
a member of the Committee on Energy
and Commerce. They are all good peo-
ple. Not one of them voted for the en-
ergy bill. That is okay. That is what
democracy is all about.

You have heard the other side of the
story, but that may not be the whole
story. There is another side to this
story on MTBE, and let us talk about
it.

Our distinguished minority Ileader,
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI), when she spoke, stood up and
said that back when they began to put
MTBE in the gasoline, the manufactur-
ers knew that it would leak. They
knew that it would leak.

Well, let me ask you a question. If
you put something in a tank under-
ground and the tank is not tight, is it
going to leak or not leak? The answer
is it is going to leak if you do not have
a tank that is not leakproof. So to say
they knew MTBE would leak is to say
they knew there were leaking under-
ground storage tanks.

You put gasoline in a storage tank
underground, whatever is in that gaso-
line, if there is a leak in the tank, it is
going to leak. That is a fact. So when
MTBE leaks, which is a fact, it is not
just the MTBE. It is everything else in
the gasoline. It is the benzene and all
the other additives and the gasoline
itself.

Now, to say that the solution to that
is to ban MTBE is to say if I cut my
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arm and it is bleeding, instead of put-
ting a BandAid on it and stopping the
leak, I drain the blood out of my body.
That is one way to stop the leak. But
that may not be the most cost-effective
and the most sensible way.

Now, surprising as it may be, under
existing law we have a leaking under-
ground storage tank fund called the
LUST fund. It was specifically set up in
law to prevent tanks from leaking, to
have a mechanism to pay to repair
these underground storage tanks. Just
one problem, the law did not say the
money that goes into the fund has to
be used just for leaking underground
storage tanks.

So what have the States done? They
have used it for every purpose but that.
We set up this fund. We funded it. We
put money into the trust fund. We send
that money to the States, and the
States use it for any purpose. Some
States actually do use it to repair and
maintain leaking underground storage
tanks, but not many.

This bill that my friends who have
just been speaking voted against has a
provision in it that says the States
have to use some of the money for the
underground storage tanks. And, in
fact, it doubles the amount and it sets
up a maintenance program where the
States have to go out and actually en-
force the law in this bill that is pend-
ing. That is my first point.

The gentlewoman who is offering the
amendment said, and she is right, there
are 2,600 water systems in this country
that have MTBE contamination. She
says it and I am going to say it is a
fact. I have no reason to doubt that.

What she does not say because the re-
ports that she studies do not tell her is
what the level is. Now, the EPA stand-
ard is somewhere between 20 and 40
parts per billion. Some States have a
tighter standard, as low as 13 parts per
billion. The problem is, with all of
these lawsuits that have been filed, the
trial lawyers have found out that you
can detect MTBE down to one part per
billion. Somebody shows up in your
city council office and says, we have a
lawsuit on MTBE contamination. Can
we check your water supply? Of course
they are going to say, sure, check the
water supply.

They come back and say, you got
MTBE contamination, 2 parts per bil-
lion. Oh, my God. Let us join up. Well,
unless you have got the most sensitive
nose, you are not even going to be able
to smell it, but it is there. It is way
below the standard.

Now, if the State wants to set a
standard even lower than 13 parts per
billion, I have got no problem with
that. If the State wants to ban MTBE,
which some States have, I have got no
problem with that. But to sit here and
say that you have all this contamina-
tion, well, I could take a thumbful of
MTBE and take it out and throw it on
the ground out here in the Capitol. And
if it rains very quickly after that, the
thumbful gets into the water system,
the wastewater run-off here in Wash-
ington, D.C., and some of that goes to
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a reservoir and the city of Washington
gets some of its drinking water from
that reservoir, it might show up at one
part per billion.
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That does not mean it is contami-
nated in the real sense, but it does
mean there is some MTBE in there.

So the fact that we have all these
water systems that claim contamina-
tion, part of that is because the trial
lawyers have been going on and re-
cruiting people to join the lawsuit, and
they go out and study their water sup-
ply and they may actually be able to
find a little MTBE in it.

The next thing, and my friend from
Maine talked about the fact that
MTBE was not mandated under the
Clean Air Act Amendments of 1991. He
is telling you the truth. But, again, as
he pointed out, we did not mandate
MTBE but we did mandate that you
had to put an oxygenate requirement
of 2 percent by weight. At that time,
there were two ways to do it: One was
ethanol and the other was MTBE.

Now, since that time, the oil and gas
industry has come up with a product
called reformulated gasoline that
meets the minimum standard for com-
bustion under the Clean Air Act
Amendments, so there are now three
ways to do it. But at the time there
were two, and it was a mandate. So we
told the industry, if you are in a non-
attainment area, you have to put one
of two things, MTBE or ethanol, in
your gasoline during certain parts of
the year so that you get better com-
bustion in the engine so that you get
cleaner air quality.

That was a good thing, not a bad
thing. And what did they find out?
They found out that those commu-
nities who used the MTBE, it was much
more cost effective. It cost less money;
and two, it cleaned the air better,
about 40 percent better than ethanol,
40 percent. But, as has been pointed
out, if you store it in a tank that leaks,
it may leak. And when the gasoline
leaks, the MTBE as part of the gasoline
leaks and the MTBE does get into the
water table and that does cause an
odor.

Now, the last thing I want to talk
about is this study that has been
leaked. Is it not interesting we are hav-
ing a debate about leaking under-
ground storage tanks and a study has
been leaked from the EPA? Heaven
help us. This study that has been
leaked is a draft study. It has not been
peer reviewed. It will probably never
become part of an actual public docu-
ment that is presented to the Congress.
But the folks at EPA understand the
energy bill is about to go to con-
ference, and those that agree that
MTBE is not a good thing, somebody
over there has conveniently leaked a
draft report that says MTBE is now a
likely carcinogen. Likely.

Well, I drink a lot of Diet Dr. Pepper.
And my guess is if I were to drink ten
gallons of Diet Dr. Pepper everyday for
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the rest of my life, I might develop
cancer because of that. I do not think
that MTBE, under the standard that is
in current law, is a carcinogen, and all
the studies that I have seen that have
tried to prove it have come back just
the opposite. So to hang our hat now
on a draft study that has not been peer
reviewed and has been leaked by the
EPA, to me, is pretty weak soup in-
deed.

Let me just say that we are getting
ready to go to conference with the
other body. That is a good thing, not a
bad thing on the energy bill. We need
to find a compromise on MTBE. I think
that is a good thing, not a bad thing.
And I agree with some of the pro-
ponents of the Capps amendment that
the manufacturers and the distributors
and the retailers and the refiners, the
people in the chain of custody for
MTBE should help pay to clean up the
water systems that are contaminated.
Should. Should. So the compromise
that we have been working on for sev-
eral months now says that they have to
do that.

We actually are going to set up a spe-
cific fund just for MTBE remediation,
and that fund is going to be suffi-
ciently funded to pay for the actual
cleanup and remediation of contami-
nated sites. It is not going to pay for
trial lawyers’ contingency fees. Not
going to do that. But if you are one of
these water systems that has real con-
tamination and you want it cleaned up,
if this compromise becomes a part of
the bill and the bill becomes law, you
are going to get your water site
cleaned up very quickly and you are
not going to have any MTBE contami-
nation in it.

If what you are really trying to do is
enrich the pockets of the trial lawyers,
when they talk about $85 billion or $30
billion or whatever the number is,
most of that money is trial lawyer con-
tingency fees. I am not in that game. I
am about good government. I am about
real cleanup. I am about a cleaner envi-
ronment. And the bill that I hope to re-
port back as a conference report, if I
have anything to do with it, is going to
have a compromise on MTBE that does
exactly that.

The people that have helped cause
the problem are going to help pay for it
and help to clean it up. The commu-
nities that want clean water are going
to get it quicker and sooner under the
compromise that will be in our bill. I
would think that the majority of the
House, including 41 Democrats who
voted for the energy bill when it went
to the Senate, are going to continue to
agree with me. And if that is the case,
I hope they will vote against this Capps
motion to instruct, as they already
have done once at the end of the debate
on the energy bill, and let us go to con-
ference and find a real compromise to
solve this problem.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.
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Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my es-
teemed colleague, who is in opposition
to this amendment and, indeed, he, the
chairman of the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, is my friend and friends
of all of us who have spoken today who
are members of his committee. But I
wish to comment on some of the re-
marks he made in his speech.

First, regarding the list funds which
he spoke about as being a place for
managing this pollution. Stopping the
leaks from the tanks stops additional
MTBE contamination, Mr. Chairman,
but it does nothing about existing con-
tamination, and that is the contamina-
tion that has polluted over 2,300 water
districts across this country in 36 dif-
ferent States.

Second, the chairman referred to the
very minute amounts of MTBE that
have polluted all of this groundwater
that we have been discussing. And it is
true that the groundwater is rendered
unusable because of the strong smell
and taste of kerosene, even in a very
small amount of MTBE which is in the
groundwater. But I would argue, re-
spectfully, that the American people
deserve to know that the Environ-
mental Protection Agency has a re-
port, even though it is a draft report,
because it identifies the state of a like-
ly carcinogen that MTBE contains.
Even if it is nothing more than a small
amount, I do not believe, as a public
health nurse, that we want to contami-
nate our drinking water with even a
small amount of a likely carcinogen.

Third, I want to get back to the point
about the liability of manufacturers of
MTBE who knew when they created
this product in the 1970s as an additive
to gasoline that it was toxic and that it
would pollute groundwater. Here is a
statement from the deposition of Curt
Stanley, a Shell 0Oil remediation ex-
pert, which is part of the testimony for
the South Lake Tahoe water district
when it was presented with a huge law-
suit against the Shell Company.

The question was asked: ‘“‘So is it fair
to say,” and this is taken from testi-
mony, ‘‘that by 1981, the Shell Oil Com-
pany knew that MTBE in its gasoline
could contaminate public drinking
water supplies?”’ The answer is: “Yes.”
Question: ‘“‘And is it also fair to say
that they knew by that time that it
created taste and odor problems in pub-
lic drinking water supplies?”’ The an-
swer: ‘““Yes.” And the final question:
““And did you report those facts to the
Shell management?’’ And the answer
is: “Yes.”

Since at least that time, 1981, the oil
companies, the MTBE manufacturers
knew that they were making a defec-
tive product and knowingly they con-
tinued to manufacture it.

Now, the chairman described the
compromise that has been worked out
on the underlying bill, and in doing so,
interestingly, acknowledges fault on
the part of the MTBE manufacturers,
because they are liable if they are
going to be part of the deal in coming
to a conclusion. ‘“They should pay,”’ he
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says. I say, ‘‘they must pay.” They
must be held accountable. And the deal
that is struck is one in which they will
pay only a portion of the damages and
the taxpayers will pay the remainder.

The House Republican energy bill
fails to address this Nation’s record gas
prices. And according to the Bush ad-
ministration’s own Energy Department
would actually cause gas prices to in-
crease, and that at a time when they
are increasing. This energy bill we are
now going to be considering in con-
ference will do nothing to cause con-
tainment of that increase in gas prices.
Instead of giving real relief to con-
sumers, this Republican bill gives loads
of new tax breaks and loopholes to spe-
cial interests. And the worst example
of these special interest giveaways is
the complete liability shield for MTBE
manufacturers, a shield that will shift
billions of dollars in cleanup costs from
MTBE manufacturers to the American
taxpayer.

MTBE is responsible for polluting
groundwater in so many communities
across this country. Cleanup costs are
estimated in the billions, $28 billion to
maybe as high as over $50 billion.
MTBE manufacturers are now being
held accountable in court, but this pro-
vision would end that accountability. I
would remind Members that it was the
special protections granted to MTBE
manufacturers that brought this bill
down in the last Congress. Senate lead-
ers have made it clear they are not in-
cluding this grossly unwanted get-out-
of-jail-free card for the MTBE this year
either.

So I know many Members of the
House have school boards, have water
districts or towns with lawsuits
against MTBE manufacturers, and
those lawsuits are going to be voided.
Null. They are not going to be able to
proceed under this energy bill. Your
constituents would lose their right to
hold these manufacturers of MTBE ac-
countable for the pollution in their
groundwater. And the billions in MTBE
cleanup that your communities face
will be shifted from the oil companies,
who have record profits and who caused
the problem, to your constituents, who
have to live with the problem.

Make no mistake, that is what this
vote is all about. By voting for the mo-
tion to instruct conferees, you will be
saying that it is not okay to make
your constituents pay for pollution
that they did not cause, but that was
caused by MTBE manufacturers. The
special protection in this bill for MTBE
manufacturers is completely unwar-
ranted and it will cost your constitu-
ents a fortune.

So I urge you to vote for the motion
to instruct conferees. Vote for the
Capps motion.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Bo0ozMAN). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion
to instruct.

There was no objection.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct
offered by the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. CAPPS).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

——
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DEFICIT CONTINUES TO SHRINK

(Mr. CRENSHAW asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, this
morning the President announced some
very good economic news: Our economy
continues to grow and our deficit con-
tinues to shrink. That is good news.
Why is that happening?

Number one, we gave tax relief to the
American people so they can Kkeep
more of what they earned, and that has
helped create an awful lot of new jobs,
and this year we put the brakes on
Federal spending when we wrote our
budget and passed our spending bills
this year. We actually spend less
money next year than we did last year.
Spending goes down. When we take out
homeland security and defense, discre-
tionary spending is reduced.

Mr. Speaker, that is what every
American family has to do. They write
a budget and then they stay within the
budget, and we did just that. That is
great news for the American taxpayers,
that is why the economy continues to
grow. That is why interest rates are
down. That is why jobs are up and un-
employment is down.

That economic news is something we
have been waiting to hear. When you
give tax relief and put the brakes on
Federal spending, good news happens
and the economy is growing.

———
SHRINKING BUDGET DEFICIT

(Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
the Office of Management and Budget
just released their deficit figures
today. It is very telling.

A year ago, we projected the Federal
budget deficit would be $521 billion.
This year we projected the deficit
would be $427 billion. Well, the budget
deficit just came in at $333 billion.
Down $94 billion this year, down $188
billion from last year. This is progress.

Mr. Speaker, why did this happen?
Two reasons. When we cut taxes 2 years
ago almost to this day, we increased
economic growth in jobs. Many people
said when we were going to cut tax, by
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cutting taxes on families and small
businesses and job creators, we would
blow a hole through the deficit and in-
crease the deficit.

What happened? Tax receipts from
those taxes went up. Taxes receipts are
up. There has been a 41 percent in-
crease in corporate tax revenues, 17
percent increase in individual income
tax revenues. Because we lowered the
tax on workers and people, we grew
jobs and have more tax revenues com-
ing in.

The next thing we have to do is
watch our spending. That is why it is
important we kept the level on spend-
ing as we have done this year. We need
to stay on this course to get rid of this
budget deficit once and for all by grow-
ing the economy, keeping taxes low
and keeping the lid on pending.

———
KARL ROVE HAS COOPERATED

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with concern and in opposition
to the partisan attacks on Karl Rove. I
think we see too many efforts now
where people quickly rush to judgment,
rush to call for the most bizarre solu-
tions to problems that are problems
which are often just created in their
own minds.

Karl Rove has fully cooperated in
any investigation and, for more than a
year now, has permitted investigators
to talk to him. I think The Wall Street
Journal put it best today when, in an
editorial that I will submit as part of
my remarks, and to quote directly
from that editorial, the editors
summed up this episode by stating: ‘“‘In
short, Joe Wilson hadn’t told the truth
about what he discovered in Africa,
how he’d discovered it, what he’d told
the CIA about it, or even why he was
sent on the mission. The media and the
Kerry campaign promptly abandoned
him, though the former never did give
as much prominence to his debunking
as they did to his original accusations.
But if anyone can remember another
public figure so entirely and thor-
oughly discredited, let us know.”

Mr. Speaker, I will submit The Wall
Street Journal editorial for the
RECORD.

[From the Wall Street Journal, July 13, 2005]
KARL ROVE, WHISTLEBLOWER

Democrats and most of the Beltway press
corps are baying for Karl Rove’s head over
his role in exposing a case of CIA nepotism
involving Joe Wilson and his wife, Valerie
Plame. On the contrary, we’d say the White
House political guru deserves a prize—per-
haps the next iteration of the ‘“‘Truth-Tell-
ing” award that The Nation magazine be-
stowed upon Mr. Wilson before the Senate
Intelligence Committee exposed him as a
fraud.

For Mr. Rove is turning out to be the real
“whistleblower’’ in this whole sorry pseudo-
scandal. He’s the one who warned Time’s
Matthew Cooper and other reporters to be
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wary of Mr. Wilson’s credibility. He’s the one
who told the press the truth that Mr. Wilson
had been recommended for the CIA con-
sulting gig by his wife, not by Vice President
Dick Cheney as Mr. Wilson was asserting on
the airwaves. In short, Mr. Rove provided
important background so Americans could
understand that Mr. Wilson wasn’t a whistle-
blower but was a partisan trying to discredit
the Iraq War in an election campaign. Thank
you, Mr. Rove.

Media chants aside, there’s no evidence
that Mr. Rove broke any laws in telling re-
porters that Ms. Plame may have played a
role in her husband’s selection for a 2002 mis-
sion to investigate reports that Iraq was
seeking uranium ore in Niger. To be pros-
ecuted under the 1982 Intelligence Identities
Protection Act, Mr. Rove would had to have
deliberately and maliciously exposed Ms.
Plame knowing that she was an undercover
agent and using information he’d obtained in
an official capacity. But it appears Mr. Rove
didn’t even know Ms. Plame’s name and had
only heard about her work at Langley from
other journalists.

On the ‘‘no underlying crime’ point, more-
over, no less than the New York Times and
Washington Post now agree. So do the 36
major news organizations that filed a legal
brief in March aimed at keeping Mr. Cooper
and the New York Times’s Judith Miller out
of jail.

“While an investigation of the leak was
justified, it is far from clear—at least on the
public record—that a crime took place,” the
Post noted the other day. Granted the media
have come a bit late to this understanding,
and then only to protect their own, but the
logic of their argument is that Mr. Rove did
nothing wrong either.

The same can’t be said for Mr. Wilson, who
first ‘‘outed” himself as a CIA consultant in
a melodramatic New York Times op-ed in
July 2003. At the time he claimed to have
thoroughly debunked the Iraq-Niger
yellowcake uranium connection that Presi-
dent Bush had mentioned in his now famous
‘16 words’” on the subject in that year’s
State of the Union address.

Mr. Wilson also vehemently denied it when
columnist Robert Novak first reported that
his wife had played a role in selecting him
for the Niger mission. He promptly signed up
as adviser to the Kerry campaign and was
feted almost everywhere in the media, in-
cluding repeat appearances on NBC’s ‘‘Meet
the Press’ and a photo spread (with Valerie)
in Vanity Fair.

But his day in the political sun was short-
lived. The bipartisan Senate Intelligence
Committee report last July cited the note
that Ms. Plame had sent recommending her
husband for the Niger mission. ‘“‘Interviews
and documents provided to the Committee
indicate that his wife, a CPD
[Counterproliferation Division] employee,
suggested his name for the trip,” said the re-
port.

The same bipartisan report also pointed
out that the forged documents Mr. Wilson
claimed to have discredited hadn’t even en-
tered intelligence channels until eight
months after his trip. And it said the CIA in-
terpreted the information he provided in his
debrief as mildly supportive of the suspicion
that Iraq had been seeking uranium in Niger.

About the same time, another inquiry
headed by Britain’s Lord Butler delivered its
own verdict on the 16 words: ‘“We conclude
also that the statement in President Bush’s
State of the Union Address of 28 January 2003
that ‘The British Government has learned
that Saddam Hussein recently sought signifi-
cant quantities of uranium from Africa’ was
well-founded.”

In short, Joe Wilson hadn’t told the truth
about what he’d discovered in Africa, how
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he’d discovered it, what he’d told the CIA
about it, or even why he was sent on the mis-
sion. The media and the Kerry campaign
promptly abandoned him, though the former
never did give as much prominence to his de-
bunking as they did to his original accusa-
tions. But if anyone can remember another
public figure so entirely and thoroughly dis-
credited, let us know.

If there’s any scandal at all here, it is that
this entire episode has been allowed to waste
so much government time and media atten-
tion, not to mention inspire a ‘‘special coun-
sel” probe. The Bush Administration is also
guilty on this count, since it went along with
the appointment of prosecutor Patrick Fitz-
gerald in an election year in order to punt
the issue down the road. But now Mr. Fitz-
gerald has become an unguided missile, hold-
ing reporters in contempt for not disclosing
their sources even as it becomes clearer all
the time that no underlying crime was at
issue.

As for the press corps, rather than calling
for Mr. Rove to be fired, they ought to be
grateful to him for telling the truth.

————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DENT). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 4, 2005, and under a
previous order of the House, the fol-
lowing Members will be recognized for
5 minutes each.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———
RULING BY JUDGE YOUNG

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, most of my colleagues and the peo-
ple of this country are not aware that
the shoe bomber that was on the plane
that was going to blow up that plane
and kill all those innocent people was
recently convicted and sentenced. Peo-
ple across this country did not see on
television the judge’s decision or hear
what the judge said, so I want to read
to the American people and my col-
leagues part of what Judge William
Young said in that decision in putting
that man in jail for two or three life
sentences.

He said, We are not afraid of you or
your terrorist conspirators, Mr. Reid.
We are Americans. We have been
through the fire before. You are not an
enemy combatant, you are a terrorist.
You are not a soldier in any war. You
are a terrorist. To give you that ref-
erence to call you a soldier gives you
far too much stature.

Whether it is the officers of govern-
ment who do it or your attorney who
does it, or if you think you are a sol-
dier, you are not. You are a terrorist,
and we do not negotiate with terror-
ists. We do not meet with terrorists.
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We do not sign documents with terror-
ists. We hunt them down one by one
and bring them to justice, so war talk
is way out of line in this court. You are
a big fellow, but are not that big. You
are no warrior, I have known warriors.
You are a terrorist, a species of crimi-
nal that is guilty of multiple at-
tempted murders.

In a very real sense, State Trooper
Santiago had it right when he first
took you off the plane and into custody
and you wondered where the press and
TV were, and he said, You are no big
deal. You are no big deal. What your
able counsel and what the equally able
United States attorneys have grappled
with, and what I have as honesty as I
know how, have tried to grapple with is
why you did something so horrific.
What was it that led you to this court-
room today?

I have listened respectfully to what
you have had to say, and I ask you to
search your heart and ask yourself
what sort of unfathomable hate led you
to do what you are guilty of doing and
what you admitted you were doing.
And I have an answer for you. It may
not satisfy you, but as I search this en-
tire record, it comes as close to under-
standing as I know. It seems to me
that you hate the one thing that to us
is most precious. You hate our free-
dom. Our individual freedom. Our indi-
vidual freedom to live as we choose, to
come and go as we choose, to believe or
not believe as we individually choose.

Here in this society, the very wind
carries freedom. It carries it every-
where from sea to shining sea. It is be-
cause we prize individual freedom so
much that you are here today in this
beautiful courtroom so that everyone
can see, can truly see that justice is
administered fairly, individually, and
discretely.

It is for freedom’s sake that your
lawyers are striving so vigorously on
your behalf and have filed appeals, will
go on in their representation of you be-
fore other judges.

We as Americans are all about free-
dom. Because we all know the way we
treat you, Mr. Reid, is the measure of
our own liberties. Make no mistake
though. It is yet true that we will bear
any burden, pay any price to preserve
our freedoms. Look around this court-
room and mark it well. The world is
not going to long remember what you
or I say here today. The day after to-
morrow, it will be forgotten. But this,
however, will long endure.

Here in this courtroom and court-
rooms all across America, the Amer-
ican people will gather to see justice,
individual justice, justice, not war, in-
dividual justice is, in fact, being done.

The very President of the United
States, through his officers, will have
to come into courtrooms and lay out
evidence on which specific matters can
be judged and juries of citizens will
gather to sit and judge that evidence
democratically, to mold and shape and
refine our sense of justice.
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You see that flag, Mr. Reid? That is
the flag of the United States of Amer-
ica. That flag will fly there long after
this and you will all be forgotten. That
flag stands for freedom. And it always
will.

Mr. Custody Officer, stand him down.

RULING BY JUDGE WILLIAM YOUNG, U.S. DIis-
TRICT COURT: SENTENCING OF SHOE BOMBER
RICHARD C. REID

Prior to sentencing, the Judge asked the
defendant if he had anything to say.

His response: After admitting his guilt to
the court for the record, Reid also admitted
his ‘“‘allegiance to Osama bin Laden, to
Islam, and to the religion of Allah,” defi-
antly stated I think I will not apologize for
my actions,” and told the court “‘I am at war
with your country. ‘¢

Judge Young then delivered the statement
quoted below:

January 30, 2003, United States vs. Reid.

Judge Young: ‘“‘Mr. Richard C. Reid, heark-
en now to the sentence the Court imposes
upon you.

“On counts 1, 5 and 6 the Court sentences
you to life in prison in the custody of the
United States Attorney General.

“On counts 2, 3, 4 and 7, the Court sen-
tences you to 20 years in prison on each
count, the sentence on each count to run
consecutive with the other.

“That’s 80 years.

“‘On count 8 the Court sentences you to the
mandatory 30 years consecutive to the 80
years just imposed.

‘“The Court imposes upon you each of the
eight counts a fine of $250,000 for the aggre-
gate fine of $2 million.

‘“The Court accepts the government’s rec-
ommendation with respect to restitution and
orders restitution in the amount of $298.17 to
Andre Bousquet and $5,784 to American Air-
lines.

“The Court imposes upon you the $800 spe-
cial assessment.

“The Court imposes upon you five years
supervised release simply because the law re-
quires it.

“But the life sentences are real life sen-
tences so I need go no further.

“This is the sentence that is provided for
by our statutes.

“It is a fair and just sentence.

“It is a righteous sentence.

“‘Let me explain this to you.

“We are not afraid of you or any of your
terrorist co-conspirators, Mr. Reid.

“We are Americans. We have been through
the fire before.

“There is all too much war talk here and
I say that to everyone with the utmost re-
spect.

‘““Here in this court, we deal with individ-
uals as individuals and care for individuals
as individuals.

‘““As human beings, we reach out for jus-
tice.

“You are not an enemy combatant.

‘“You are a terrorist.

‘“You are not a soldier in any war.

“You are a terrorist.

‘“To give you that reference, to call you a
soldier, gives you far too much stature.

“Whether it is the officers of government
who do it or your attorney who does it, or if
you think you are a soldier.

‘“You are not—you are a terrorist.

““And we do not negotiate with terrorists.

“We do not meet with terrorists.

“We do not sign documents with terrorists.

“We hunt them down one by one and bring
them to justice.

“So war talk is way out of line in this
court.

“You are a big fellow.
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“But you are not that big.

“You’re no warrior.

“I’'ve known warriors.

“You are a terrorist.

“A species of criminal that is guilty of
multiple attempted murders.

“In a very real sense, State Trooper
Santiago had it right when you first were
taken off that plane and into custody and
you wondered where the press and where the
TV crews were, and he said: ‘You’re no big
deal.’

‘“You are no big deal.

‘“What your able counsel and what the
equally able United States attorneys have
grappled with and what I have as honestly as
I know how tried to grapple with, is why you
did something so horrific.

“What was it that led you here to this
courtroom today?

‘I have listened respectfully to what you
have to say.

‘“And I ask you to search your heart and
ask yourself what sort of unfathomable hate
led you to do what you are guilty and admit
you are guilty of doing.

‘““And I have an answer for you.

“It may not satisfy you, but as I search
this entire record, it comes as close to under-
standing as I know.

“It seems to me you hate the one thing
that to us is most precious.

“You hate our freedom.

“Our individual freedom.

“Our individual freedom to live as we
choose, to come and go as we choose, to be-
lieve or not believe as we individually
choose.

‘‘Here, in this society, the very wind car-
ries freedom.

‘It carries it everywhere from sea to shin-
ing sea.

“It is because we prize individual freedom
so much that you are here in this beautiful
courtroom.

‘“‘So that everyone can see, truly see, that
justice is administered fairly, individually,
and discretely.

‘It is for freedom’s sake that your lawyers
are striving so vigorously on your behalf and
have filed appeals, will go on in their rep-
resentation of you before other judges.

“We Americans are all about freedom.

‘““Because we all know that the way we
treat you, Mr. Reid, is the measure of our
own liberties.

‘“‘Make no mistake though.

“It is yet true that we will bear any bur-
den; pay any price, to preserve our freedoms.

“Look around this courtroom. Mark it
well.

‘““The world is not going to long remember
what you or I say here.

“Day after tomorrow, it will be forgotten,
but this, however, will long endure.

‘““Here in this courtroom and courtrooms
all across America, the American people will
gather to see that justice, individual justice,
justice, not war, individual justice is in fact
being done.

“The very President of the United States
through his officers will have to come into
courtrooms and lay out evidence on which
specific matters can be judged and juries of
citizens will gather to sit and judge that evi-
dence democratically, to mold and shape and
refine our sense of justice.

‘‘See that flag, Mr. Reid?

“That’s the flag of the United States of
America.

“That flag will fly there long after this is
all forgotten.

“That flag stands for freedom. And it al-
ways will.

“Mr. Custody Officer. Stand him down.”

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
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tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———————

IN-STATE COLLEGE TUITION FOR
ILLEGAL ALIENS DEFIES COM-
MON SENSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, America has
the best public universities in the
world. We have some of the best ones in
Texas where I am from. Many Ameri-
cans want to go to college. Parents
want to send their kids to our public
universities. Parents and students
sometimes save for years to attend col-
lege. It is expensive, especially for the
middle class. The rich can always pay;
good for them. And the poor sometimes
get grants and go to college, but it is
the middle class that struggles, for a
lifetime, sometimes, to send their kids
to school.

Some students decide to go a univer-
sity in another State. They are penal-
ized by that State and required to pay
out-of-State tuition since they are
from out of State.

Citizens from other countries apply
for Visas to come to the United States
to go to public universities. If they are
accepted, they pay out-of-State tuition
since they are from out of State. These
are citizens who come here legally and
then go back to their native lands.

But, Mr. Speaker, if a person is in the
United States illegally, they can get
admitted to State universities and pay
in-State tuition. So if a person is ille-
gally here from, let us say, France,
they apply to a State university. If
they are admitted, they pay in-State
tuition. But they are from out of State,
not to mention they should not even be
here. They are violating American law
by just their presence.

So we continue to reward illegal be-
havior. This policy discriminates
against American kids who want to go
to, let us say, the University of Kansas
from some other State. This policy also
discriminates against foreign citizens
who come here legally to go to college.
It encourages more illegal immigra-
tion.

College admissions are so competi-
tive now that even allowing illegals to
attend our universities may prevent
American citizens from being accepted.
And who pays for this nonsense? Amer-
icans pay. They always pay. We cannot
continue to subsidize illegal immigra-
tion and the benefits illegals receive.
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There are several States that provide
for in-State tuition for illegal individ-
uals. The State that started this was
my home State of Texas. If you go to
the University of Texas and you are an
in-State resident, you pay about $7,000.
If you are from Oklahoma just across
the Red River, you pay $10,000 more,
about $17,000.

Kansas, if you are an in-State resi-
dent, you pay about $5,000. Out of
State, about $13,000, and the same is
true in several other States.

State University of New York: In State,
$5,250; out of State, $11,200. University of
Kansas: In State, $5,413, out of State,
$13,865. University of Texas: In State, $7,438;
out of State, $17,474.

Mr. Speaker, this ought not to be.
This penalizes American kids and re-
wards illegal conduct. This defies com-
mon sense.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. NORWOOD) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. NORWOOD addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

REMEMBERING ADMIRAL JIM
STOCKDALE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I just
want to take the floor briefly and com-
ment on the passing of Admiral Jim
Stockdale, one of the great heroes of
our time.

Jim Stockdale, when he passed away
was a resident of San Diego, California,
with his wonderful wife, Sybil.

This occasion I think brought Amer-
ica’s focus back to what Jim Stockdale
accomplished and the enormity of his
service to our country. I just thought
it might be the right time to talk
about that a little bit and about that
extraordinary heroism that he dem-
onstrated at a time when Americans
had largely turned away from the oper-
ation in Vietnam.

Jim Stockdale was shot down, and I
know that my two colleagues, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON),
who shared a cell with Jim Stockdale
in the Hanoi Hilton, and the gentleman
from California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM) who
was the most proficient Navy pilot of
that period, in fact the only Navy ace
in the Vietnam conflict, would want to
be with me talking about Jim.

But Jim Stockdale was shot down
and was incarcerated in the Hanoi Hil-
ton. At one point, the North Viet-
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namese wanted to use him for propa-
ganda purposes. To Kkeep them from
being able to do that, he broke up a
stool that was in his cell and beat his
own face with the stool almost beyond
recognition so that he had no value to
the North Vietnamese in terms of
being an image that they could broad-
cast for propaganda purposes.

He was a leader in the true sense of
the term. He led his men in that prison
under extraordinarily difficult cir-
cumstances. He showed incredible her-
oism. In reviewing the exploits of
American pilots, and they are numer-
ous because one thing that America
has always had is a great pool of indi-
viduals who are willing to go out and
risk their lives. Ever since the days
when we flew biplanes in World War I,
to the current operations over Iraq and
Afghanistan, we have always had ex-
traordinary Americans who, as James
Michener said in his book ‘‘The Bridges
of Toko-Ri,” would fly off those little
postage stamps that you call aircraft
carriers and fly over and hit difficult
targets, sometimes under enormous de-
fensive fire, and then return back to
that small carrier out at sea some-
where and try to make that extraor-
dinarily difficult landing.
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Michener asked, Where do we get
such men? Where does America get
such men? The answer is, we have al-
ways had them and they are sometimes
guys like RANDY CUNNINGHAM or SAM
JOHNSON or, in +this case, Jim
Stockdale. Jim Stockdale when he was
shot down really had the greatest chal-
lenge of his military career because
that was a time when he had to be a
leader, not in an aircraft that was
going to return to a ship where he
could live in some degree of comfort
and convenience with his fellow pilots,
but his war zone then was reduced to
the small spaces that constituted the
cells of the Hanoi Hilton.

He so inspired his men and so ex-
tended himself and endured torture to
the degree that his countrymen who
had served with him were unanimous
when he was recommended for the Con-
gressional Medal of Honor, they were
unanimous in their support of Jim
Stockdale for this Nation’s highest
honor, to go along with all of the other
combat decorations that he had.

I just thought, Mr. Speaker, it might
be a good time to remind Americans
what a great hero Jim Stockdale was
and what a great model he is for our
Nation.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DENT). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. EMANUEL) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. EMANUEL addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
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tleman from California (Mr.
CUNNINGHAM) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. CUNNINGHAM addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WATSON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. McCAUL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. McCAUL of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. OSBORNE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FLAKE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FITZPATRICK) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania
addressed the House. His remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

e ——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MACK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MACK addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT
SPENDING LEVELS OF ON-BUDG-
ET SPENDING AND REVENUES
FOR FY 20056 AND THE 5-YEAR PE-
RIOD FY 2005 THROUGH FY 2009
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, | am transmitting
a status report on the current levels of on-
budget spending and revenues for fiscal year
2005 and for the five-year period of fiscal
years 2005 through 2009. This report is nec-
essary to facilitate the application of sections
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act.
This status report is current through July 8,
2005.

The term “current level” refers to the
amounts of spending and revenues estimated
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or
awaiting the President’s signature.

The first table in the report compares the
current levels of total budget authority, outlays,
and revenues with the aggregate levels set
forth by H. Con. Res. 95, the conference re-
port on the budget resolution. This comparison
is needed to enforce section 311(a) of the
Budget Act, which creates a point of order
against measures that would breach the budg-
et resolution’s aggregate levels. The table
does not show budget authority and outlays
for years after fiscal year 2005 because those
years are not considered for enforcement of
spending aggregates.

The second table compares, by authorizing
committee, the current levels of budget author-
ity and outlays for discretionary action with the
“section 302(a)” allocations made under H.
Con. Res. 95 for fiscal year 2005 and fiscal
years 2005 through 2009. “Discretionary ac-
tion” refers to legislation enacted after the
adoption of the budget resolution. This com-
parison is needed to enforce section 302(f) of
the Budget Act, which creates a point of order
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against measures that would breach the sec-
tion 302(a) discretionary action allocation of
new budget authority for the committee that
reported the measure. It is also needed to im-
plement section 311(b), which exempts com-
mittees that comply with their allocations from
the point of order under section 311(a).

The third table compares the current levels
of budget authority and outlays for discre-
tionary appropriations for fiscal year 2005 with
the total of “section 302(b)” suballocations
among Appropriations subcommittees. The
comparison is needed to enforce section
302(f) of the Budget Act, which creates a point
of order against measures reported by the Ap-
propriations Committee that would breach its
section 302(a) discretionary action allocation
of new budget authority.

REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE
BUDGET—STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2005 CON-
GRESSIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN HOUSE CONCUR-
RENT RESOLUTION 95

[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005—O0n-budget amounts, in
millions of dollars]

Fiscal years—
2005 2005-2009

Appropriate Level:

Budget Authority .. 2,078,456 n.a.

Outlays 2,056,006 na.

R 1,483,658 8,519,748
Current Level:

Budget Authority .. 2,073,462 n.a.

Outlays 2,055,979 n.a.

R 1,484,065 8,603,391
Current Level over (+)/under (—) Appropriate

Level:
Budget Authority .. —4,994 na.
Outlays =27 na.
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REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE
BUDGET—STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2005 CON-
GRESSIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN HOUSE CONCUR-
RENT RESOLUTION 95—Continued

[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005—On-budget amounts, in
millions of dollars]

Fiscal years—
2005 2005-2009
R 407 83,643

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years
2006 through 2009 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress.

BUDGET AUTHORITY

Enactment of measures providing new
budget authority for FY 2005 in excess of
$4,994,000,000 (if not already included in the
current level estimate) would cause FY 2005
budget authority to exceed the appropriate
level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

OUTLAYS

Enactment of measures providing new out-
lays for F'Y 2005 in excess of $27,000,000 (if not
already included in the current level esti-
mate) would cause FY 2005 outlays to exceed
the appropriate level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

REVENUES

Enactment of measures that would reduce
revenue for FY 2005 in excess of $407,000,000
(if not already included in the current level
estimate) would cause revenues to fall below
the appropriate level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

Enactment of measures resulting in rev-
enue reduction for the period of fiscal years
2005 through 2009 in excess of $83,643,000,000
(if not already included in the current level
estimate) would cause revenues to fall below
the appropriate levels set by H. Con. Res. 95.

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION REFLECTING ACTION

COMPLETED AS OF JULY 8, 2005

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars]

House Committee

2005 2005-2009 Total

BA OQutlays BA Outlays

Agriculture:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coco

Armed Services:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo ocoo
coo

Education and the Workforce:
Allocation

Current Level

400 400
0

Difference

0
—400 —400

Energy and Commerce:
Allocation

Current Level

1,625 1,625
0 0

Difference

—1,525 —1,525

Financial Services:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

Government Reform:
Allocation

50 50

Current Level

Difference

—50 —50

House Administration:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo

Homeland Security:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

International Relations:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo ococo ocoo
coo

coo

Judiciary:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

CoO 0O OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 oOoo

oo

Resources:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

oo
o

—45

Science:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

Small Business:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

COoO OO0 SO OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 000 000 OO0 OO0 OO0 oO0ooO

coo ocoo
coo ocoo
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DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION REFLECTING ACTION

COMPLETED AS OF JULY 8, 2005—Continued

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars]

2005 2005-2009 Total
House Committee
BA Outlays BA Outlays
Transportation and Infrastructure:
Allocation 3,488 0 12,238 0
Current Level 31 0 31 0
Difference — 3,457 0 —12,207 0
Veterans’ Affairs:
Allocation 0 0 0 0
Current Level 0 0 0 0
Difference 0 0 0 0
Ways and Means:
Allocation 554 64 1,800 1,558
Current Level 81 45 242 240
Difference —473 -19 —1,558 —1318
DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION AND APPROPRIATIONS
SUBCOMMITTEE 302(b) SUBALLOCATIONS
[In millions of dollars]
302(b) Suballocations ! Current level reflecting action Current level minus suballoca-
Appropriations Subcommittee as of July 8, 2005 tions
BA or BA or BA or
Agriculture, Rural Devel t, FDA n.a. n.a. 18,689 18,844 n.a. n.a.
Defense na. n.a. 352,127 398,270 n.a. na.
Energy & Water Di t na. n.a. 30,533 30,107 n.a. na.
Foreign Operations na. n.a. 18,892 25,898 n.a. na.
Homeland Security n.a. n.a. 38,469 31,925 n.a. n.a.
Interior-Environment na. n.a. 26,969 26,874 n.a. na.
Labor, HHS & Education na. n.a. 143,180 141,773 n.a. n.a.
Legislative Branch n.a. n.a. 3,545 3,785 n.a. na.
Military Quality of Life-Veterans Affairs na. n.a. 80,263 76,417 n.a. na.
Science-State-Justice-C na. n.a. 58,438 57,956 n.a. na.
Transportation-Treasury-HUD-Judiciary-DC na. n.a. 67,873 117,669 n.a. na.
Total (Section 302(a) Allocation) 840,036 929,520 838,978 929,518 —1,058 -2

1 Appropriations Committee has not submitted the subcommittee allocations since the restructuring of the committee.

U.S. CONGRESS,
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE,
Washington, DC, July 12, 2005.
Hon. JIM NUSSLE,
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, House of
Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report
shows the effects of Congressional action on
the fiscal year 2005 budget and is current
through July 8, 2005. This report is submitted
under section 308(b) and in aid of section 311
of the Congressional Budget Act, as amend-
ed.

The estimates of budget authority, out-

technical and economic assumptions for fis-
cal year 2005 that underlie H. Con. Res. 95,
the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for
Fiscal Year 2006. Pursuant to section 402 of
that resolution, provisions designated as
emergency requirements are exempt from
enforcement of the budget resolution. As a
result, the enclosed current level report ex-
cludes these amounts (see footnote 2 of the
report).

Since my last letter, dated May 26, the
Congress has cleared and the President has
signed the following three acts that affect
budget authority, outlays, or revenues for

The Surface Transportation Extension Act
of 2005 (Public Law 109-14);

The TANF Extension Act of 2005 (Public
Law 109-19); and

The Surface Transportation Extension Act
of 2005, Part II (Public Law 109-20).

In addition, the Congress has cleared for
the President’s signature the Junk Fax Pre-
vention Act of 2005 (S. 714). The effects of the
actions listed above are detailed in the en-
closed report.

Sincerely,
DOUGLAS HOLTZ-EAKIN,

lays, and revenues are consistent with the fiscal year 2005: Director.
FISCAL YEAR 2005 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF JULY 8, 2005
[In millions of dollars]
Budget authority Outlays Revenues
Enacted in previous sessions: !
R n.a. na. 1,484,024
Permanents and other ding legislation 1,191,357 1,102,621 n.a.
Appropriation legislation 1,298,963 1,369,221 n.a.
Offsetting receipts —415912 —415912 n.a.
Total, enacted in previous session: 2,074,408 2,055,930 1,484,024
Enacted this session:
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (P.L. 109-13)2 —1,058 4 41
Surface Transportation Extension Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-14) 16 0 0
TANF Extension Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-19) 81 45 0
Surface Transportation Extension Act of 2005, Part Il (P.L. 109-20) 15 0 0
Total, enacted this session: —946 49 41
Passed, pending signature: Junk Fax Prevention Act of 2005 (S. 714) 0 0 *
Total Current Level 23 2,073,462 2,055,979 1,484,065
Total Budget Resolution 2,078,456 2,056,006 1,483,658
Current Level Over Budget Resolution n.a. n.a. 407
Current Level Under Budget Resolution 4,994 27 na.
Memorandum:
Revenues, 2005-2009:
House Current Level na na 8,603,391
House Budget Resolution na n.a 8,519,748
Current Level Over Budget Resolution na na 83,643
Current Level Under Budget Resolution na n.a n.a.

Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L = Public Law; * = less than $500,000.

1The effects of an act to provide for the proper tax treatment of certain disaster mitigation payments (P.L. 109-7) and the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Protection Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-8) are included in this section of

the table, consistent with the budget resolution assumptions.

2Pursuant to section 402 of H. Con. Res. 95, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2006, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. As a result, the cur-
rent level excludes $83,140 million in budget authority and $33,034 million in outlays from the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (P.L. 109-13).
3Excludes administrative expenses of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget.

Source: Congressional Budget Office.
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STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT SPENDING LEVELS
OF ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR
FY 2006 AND THE 5-YEAR PERIOD FY 2006
THROUGH FY 2010
Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, | am transmitting

a status report on the current levels of on-

budget spending and revenues for fiscal year

2006 and for the five-year period of fiscal

years 2006 through 2010. This report is nec-

essary to facilitate the application of sections

302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act

and section 401 of the conference report on

the concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2006 (H. Con. Res. 95). This status

report is current through July 8, 2005.

The term “current level” refers to the
amounts of spending and revenues estimated
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or
awaiting the President’s signature.

The first table in the report compares the
current levels of total budget authority, outlays,
and revenues with the aggregate levels set
forth by H. Con. Res. 95. This comparison is
needed to enforce section 311(a) of the Budg-
et Act, which creates a point of order against
measures that would breach the budget reso-
lution’s aggregate levels. The table does not
show budget authority and outlays for years
after fiscal year 2006 because those years are
not considered for enforcement of spending
aggregates.

The second table compares, by authorizing
committee, the current levels of budget author-
ity and outlays for discretionary action with the
“section 302(a)” allocations made under H.
Con. Res. 95 for fiscal year 2006 and fiscal
years 2006 through 2010. “Discretionary ac-
tion” refers to legislation enacted after the
adoption of the budget resolution. This com-
parison is needed to enforce section 302(f) of
the Budget Act, which creates a point of order
against measures that would breach the sec-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

tion 302(a) discretionary action allocation of
new budget authority for the committee that
reported the measure. It is also needed to im-
plement section 311(b), which exempts com-
mittees that comply with their allocations from
the point of order under section 311(a).

The third table compares the current levels
of discretionary appropriations for fiscal year
2006 with the “section 302(b)” suballocations
of discretionary budget authority and outlays
among Appropriations subcommittees. The
comparison is also needed to enforce section
302(f) of the Budget Act because the point of
order under that section equally applies to
measures that would breach the applicable
section 302(b) suballocation as well as the
302(a) allocation.

The fourth table gives the current level for
2007 of accounts identified for advance appro-
priations under section 401 of H. Con. Res.
95. This list is needed to enforce section 401
of the budget resolution, which creates a point
of order against appropriation bills or amend-
ments thereto that contain advance appropria-
tions that are: (i) not identified in the statement
of managers or (ii) would cause the aggregate
amount of such appropriations to exceed the
level specified in the resolution.

REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE
BUDGET STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2006 CONGRES-
SIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN H. CON. RES. 95

[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005—
On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars]

Fiscal year  Fiscal years
2006 2006-2010

Appropriate Level:

Budget Authority 2,144,384 n.a.

Outlays 2,161,420 n.a.

R 1,589,892 9,080,006
Current Level:

Budget Authority 1,320,959 (1)

Outlays 1,645,064 0]
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REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE
BUDGET STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2006 CONGRES-
SIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN H. CON. RES. 95—Con-
tinued

[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005—
On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars]

Fiscal year  Fiscal years
2006

2006-2010
R 1,607,661 9,185,688
Current Level over (+)/under (—) Appropriate
Level:
Budget Authority — 823,425 (1)
Outlays —516,356 (1)
R 17,769 105,682

INot applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 2007
through 2010 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress.

BUDGET AUTHORITY

Enactment of measures providing new
budget authority for FY 2006 in excess of
$823,425,000,000 (if not already included in the
current level estimate) would cause FY 2006
budget authority to exceed the appropriate
level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

OUTLAYS

Enactment of measures providing new out-
lays for FY 2006 in excess of $516,356,000,000 (if
not already included in the current level es-
timate) would cause FY 2006 outlays to ex-
ceed the appropriate level set by H. Con. Res.
95.

REVENUES

Enactment of measures that would reduce
revenue for FY 2006 in excess of $17,769,000,000
(if not already included in the current level
estimate) would cause revenues to fall below
the appropriate level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

Enactment of measures resulting in rev-
enue reduction for the period of fiscal years
2006 through 2010 in excess of $105,682,000,000
(if not already included in the current level
estimate) would cause revenues to fall below
the appropriate levels set by H. Con. Res. 95.

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION, REFLECTING ACTION

COMPLETED AS OF JULY 8, 2005

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars]

House Committee

2006
BA Outlays BA

2006-2010 Total

Outlays

Agriculture:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo

Armed Services:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo ocoo
coo

Education and the Workforce:
Allocation

100 1

1=

500

Current Level

oS ococo ooo
oS ococo ocoo

Difference

0
—100 —100 —500 —500

Energy and Commerce:
Allocation

100 100 2,000 2,000

Current Level

Difference

0 0
—100 —100

Financial Services:
Allocation

0 0
—2,000 —2,000

Current Level

Difference

Government Reform:
Allocation

50 50 50 50

Current Level

Difference

—50 —-50 —-50

House Administration:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo

Homeland Security:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo

International Relations:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo ococo ocoo

Judiciary:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

oo

Resources:
Allocation

Current Level

oS oo ocoo ococo ooo
coo

Difference

oo oo coo ocoo ooo

o0 o oo

—-50
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DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION, REFLECTING ACTION

COMPLETED AS OF JULY 8, 2005—Continued

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars]

2006 2006-2010 Total
House Committee
BA Outlays BA Outlays

Science:

Allocation 0 0 0 0

Current Level 0 0 0 0

Difference 0 0 0 0
Small Business:

Allocation 0 0 0 0

Current Level 0 0 0 0

Difference 0 0 0 0
Transportation and Infrastructure:

Allocation 3,027 0 4,107 0

Current Level 0 0 0 0

Difference —3,027 0 —4,107 0
Veterans’ Affairs:

Allocation 0 0 0 0

Current Level 0 0 0 0

Difference 0 0 0 0
Ways and Means:

Allocation 350 346 1,537 1914

Current Level 148 165 161 195

Difference —202 —181 —1,376 -1,719

DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2006—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION AND APPROPRIATIONS

SUBCOMMITTEE 302(b) SUBALLOCATIONS
[In millions of dollars]
302(b) Suballocations as of June Current level reflecting action Current level minus
22, 2005 completed as of suballocations
Appropriations Subcommittee (H. Rpt. 109-145) July 8, 2005
BA or BA or BA o
Agriculture, Rural Devel t, FDA 16,832 18,691 5,399 —16,825 —13,292
Defense 363,440 372,696 27 126,306 —363,413 — 246,390
Energy & Water D t 29,746 30,273 6 11,092 —29,710 —19,181
Foreign Operations 20,270 25,080 0 17,091 —20,270 —7,989
Homeland Security 30,846 33,233 0 14,762 —30,846 —18,471
Interior-Environment 26,107 27,500 0 11,504 —26,107 —15,996
Labor, HHS & Education 142,514 143,802 19,166 98,279 —123,348 —45,523
Legislative Branch 3,719 3,804 0 624 —3,719 —3,180
Military Quality of Life-Veterans Affairs 85,158 81,634 -2,170 16,515 —87,328 —65,119
Science-State-Justice-C 57,453 58,856 0 23,080 —57,453 —35776
Transportation-Treasury-HUD-Judiciary-DC 66,935 120,837 4,223 70,800 —62,712 —50,037
Unassigned 0 30 0 0 —430
Total (Section 302(a) Allocation) 843,020 916,836 21,289 395,452 —821,731 —521,384

STATEMENT OF FY2007 ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS UNDER
SECTION 401 OF H. CON. RES. 95
[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005 in millions of dollars]

U.S. CONGRESS,
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE,
Washington, DC, July 12, 2005.
Hon. JIM NUSSLE,

empt from enforcement of the budget resolu-
tion. As a result, the enclosed current level
report excludes these amounts (see footnote
2 of the report).

Budget Chairman, C’ommittee on t'he Budget, House of Since my last letter, dated May 26, the
authority Representatives, Washington, DC. Congress has cleared and the President has
Aoproprate Level e DEAR JIM: The enclosed report shows the  gigneq The TANF Extension Act of 2005 (Pub-
Current Level: effects of Congressional action on the fiscal i T,aw 109-19), which increases budget au-

Elk Hill T 0 year 2006 budget and is current through July  thority and outlays for 2006. In addition, the

Eglupcl%ngsnftoragﬁeﬂ[‘z""'“g “g“;é’é‘s"a"“” : g gz 2003568'11‘ohls rgpprt }(Si Sl;bml?fed gillderf ste;— Congress has cleared for the President’s sig-

School Imp 0 lon (.) and in ald ol section o €  nature the Junk Fax Prevention Act of 2005

Children and Family Services (Head Start) ........................ o Congressional Budget Act, as amended. (S. 714).

Special Education 0 The estimates of budget authority, out- . .

Vocational and Adult Education 0 lays, and revenues are consistent with the Th.e eff.ects of the actions listed above are

gggﬂ:n"tst?. Postal Service g technical and economic assumptions of H. detailed in the enclosed report.

Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy ...............ccoooeevveeceermeeenes 0 Con. Res. 95, the Concurrent Resolution on Sincerely,

the Budget for Fiscal Year 2006. Pursuant to DouGLas HOLTZ-EAKIN,
Total - section 402 of that resolution, provisions des- Director.
Current Level over (+)/under (—) Appropriate Level .................. —23158 .
ignated as emergency requirements are ex- Enclosure.
FISCAL YEAR 2006 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF JULY 8, 2005
[In millions of dollars]
Bu?h%ertit;u- Outlays Revenues
Enacted in previous sessions: !

R na. n.a. 1,607,650

Permanents and other ding legislation 1,351,021 1,318,426 n.a.

Appropriation legislation 0 382,272 n.a.

Offsetting receipts — 479,872 — 479,872 n.a.

Total, enacted in previous 871,149 1,220,826 1,607,650
Enacted this session:
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (P.L. 109-13)2 -39 -21 11
TANF Extension Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-19) 148 165 0
Total, enacted this session 109 144 11
Passed, pending signature:

Junk Fax Prevention Act of 2005 (S. 714) 0 0 *
Entitlements and mandatories: Budget resolution baseline estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs not yet enacted 449,701 424,094 na.
Total Current Level 23 1,320,959 1,645,064 1,607,661
Total Budget Resolution 2,144,384 2,161,420 1,589,892

Current Level Over Budget Resolution na. n.a. 17,769

Current Level Under Budget Resolution 823,425 516,356 n.a.
Memorandum:

Revenues, 2006-2010:

House Current Level n.a. n.a. 9,185,688

House Budget Resolution n.a. n.a. 9,080,006
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FISCAL YEAR 2006 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF JULY 8, 2005—Continued

[In millions of dollars]

Budget au-

thority Revenues

Outlays

Current Level Over Budget Resolution

n.a. n.a. 105,682

Current Level Under Budget Resolution

n.a. n.a. n.a.

Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law; * = less than $500,000.

1The effects of an act to provide for the proper tax treatment of certain disaster mitigation payments (P.L. 109-7) and the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Protection Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-8) are included in this section of

the table, consistent with the budget resolution assumptions.
Source: Congressional Budget Office.

2Pursuant to section 402 of H.Con. Res. 95, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2006, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. As a result, the cur-
rent level excludes $30,757 million in outlays from funds provided in the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (P.L. 109-13).
3Excludes administrative expenses of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——
IRAQ WATCH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the House floor today as part of the on-
going effort of myself and some of my
colleagues in an endeavor we style the
Iraq Watch. The Iraqg Watch is a group
of Members who are committed to the
principle that we should not forget the
Iraq war, a war started based on false
information and based on the principle
that Members of Congress owe it to the
American citizens to continue our in-
quiry, to continue our critique, con-
tinue to review the operations of the
administration in the initiation and
the prosecution of the efforts in Iraq.

We do so because we have a heartfelt
and deep belief that we owe this to our
troops in the field who are performing
with valor and distinction in Iraq; we
owe it to American citizens whose sons
and daughters and wives and husbands
have been called away to Iraq; we owe
it to those who believe that the pros-
ecution of war should not result in the
reduction of American civil liberties;
and we do it in the name of those who
believe that even during the fear and
anxiety caused by war that we still as
citizens must demand our elected offi-
cials recognize and respect basic mat-
ters of American democracy.

In these issues, the effort we have
been involved with for over a year now
about once every couple of weeks, we
believe that the administration regret-
tably has fallen very, very short of
what American citizens ought to de-
mand of their Federal Government. So
today, in a continuing series of the
Iraq Watch, we intend to talk about
several aspects leading up to the war
and a matter that has now become of
very great public interest.

If I may note, it is with great sadness
I note the passing of an American Ma-
rine today in operations in Iraq, to add
that proud Marine to the names of over
1,750 Americans who have lost their

lives in Iraq, the over 13,000 Americans
who have had very serious injuries in
Iraq and to those families who will not
have their family members coming
home. I know every Member of this
Chamber of both parties, our thoughts,
prayers and compassion are with every
one of those families.

It is in part because of their con-
tinuing sacrifice in Iraq that we feel
very strongly that Members of the
House of Representatives have an obli-
gation, a duty not to just let things
slide by, to let this administration just
sort of pass by unchallenged and
uncriticized in the prosecution of this
war. We believe this Chamber, which is
the people’s House, has an obligation
to blow the whistle when things are
done wrong, to force the administra-
tion to fess up to mistakes they have
made, and to hopefully get back on
track in this Nation where we are seri-
ously off track at the moment.

What I would like to talk about in
Iraq Watch today is a very serious
issue that resulted in part on the initi-
ation of this war, and that is that lead-
ing up to this war, the administration,
the President of the United States, ex-
ercised their best efforts to convince
Americans that Iraq had or was very
close to developing a nuclear capacity
and that this was a primary rationale
for the President of the initiation of
the war in Iraq.

Indeed, in the President’s State of
the Union address standing right be-
hind me in this Chamber, the President
of the United States addressed the
joint session of Congress, the Supreme
Court, the Joint Chiefs, members of the
Cabinet, and most importantly the
American people; and he told the
American people that our intelligence
services had learned that Iraq had in
fact obtained what is called uranium
yellow cake, and he told the American
people that this was well established.
This yellow cake is a mineral from
which uranium fissionable material
can be developed, it is a precursor to an
atomic weapon, and its acquisition
would be of concern to the American
people.

The President told the American peo-
ple that this was a fact, that there was
no doubt about this fact and that as a
result of that, he led this Nation,
against many of our positions against
the war, myself included, in a war
based on what turned out to be false in-
formation. We know it is false informa-
tion for two reasons: one, because we
have now gone through the most exten-

sive search for weapons of mass de-
struction in human history in Iraq and
found zero, zero yellow cake, zero pre-
cursors to nuclear weapons, zero trig-
gering devices for nuclear weapons,
zero indication that the things the
President had told us were fact, in fact,
turned out to be falsehoods and a war
has resulted and 1,700 of our sons and
daughters have paid the ultimate sac-
rifice in the sands of Iraq and that is
continuing.

We had an earlier notice that this
was false. The earlier notice we had
was because the Central Intelligence
Agency had concerns about this issue.
Before the President’s State of the
Union address, they had received some
suggestions that this was not fact and
in fact was hyperbole at best and in
fact that this claim about yellow cake
may have been false.

So they dispatched a gentleman who
had previously served with distinction
in the Foreign Service, a gentleman
named Joe Wilson, to Niger from which
this yellow cake was supposedly ob-
tained by Saddam Hussein, this brutal
thug, this dictator who had caused so
much damage in the world; and Joe
Wilson, continuing in many of his pa-
triotic duties, went to Niger to inves-
tigate this claim. What Mr. Wilson
found was that this claim was, in lay-
men’s terms, bogus. He came back to
the United States and he reported to
the agency that in fact this was a
fraudulent claim, there was not a basis
for it, it was highly unlikely that any
such transaction took place and highly
unlikely that Saddam Hussein had ob-
tained yellow cake. He issued a written
report in that regard, or a written re-
port was generated from his report.

Yet despite the fact that an agent
dispatched by our government went to
Niger, the scene of this alleged crime,
and reported back that this was a false-
hood, the President of the United
States told the American people that
this was one basis that we had to send
our sons and daughters into mortal
combat in Iraq; and it was flat, plain
false.

Why did that happen? Before I tell
you a little bit about the story that oc-
curred after that, I want to tell you
just a little bit about Joe Wilson. Joe
Wilson has served with distinction in
the State Department. Joe Wilson is a
guy who does not fit the mold of a per-
son with sort of a pinstriped suit. He is
a foreign diplomat who, to use the
vernacular in the main street, has
guts. Joe Wilson was the last American
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State Department official out of Iraq
before the Persian Gulf War; and he
was responsible, according to the first
President Bush who honored him for
his work leading up to the first Persian
Gulf war when he was stationed in
Baghdad, he was honored for helping
save scores of Americans to get them
out of Baghdad before the first Persian
Gulf war started because, as you recall,
Saddam Hussein had threatened Ameri-
cans, to kill them when the war started
when they were still in Baghdad.

Saddam Hussein essentially threat-
ened with death anyone who helped
Americans get out of Baghdad before
the first Persian Gulf war. Joe Wilson,
who was sort of our agent in charge of
the embassy in Baghdad then, went
down and held a press conference with
a rope around his neck and said, you
can come get me first, Saddam, be-
cause I am taking my people home.
That is exactly what he did. He faced
down that brutal dictator at the cost
potentially of his own life to help
American lives.

It was interesting. I just met a
woman by accident 2 weeks ago who
served in the Foreign Service who told
me that Joe once went, and just before
the war, to take care of some children
who had been moved back to Iraq from
the United States, to try to save them
before the war started at great risk to
his own life. Joe Wilson is a guy with
guts who stood up for American lives
and did it when he went to Niger to re-
port on this yellow cake, who reported
accurately, who served his country;
and the President of the United States,
after he gave him the truth, got up,
stood right there and told the Amer-
ican people that there was yellow cake
from Niger and it was false. Joe Wilson
is someone we owe a debt of gratitude
to.

What has happened to Joe Wilson
since he told the truth about the Presi-
dent’s war in Iraq? Did this administra-
tion give accolades to this Joe Wilson
the way the first President Bush did?
No. Did they call him up and thank
him for pointing out this error in the
State of the Union address? No. Was a
letter sent by the President of the
United States to thank him for his
courage in standing up to Saddam Hus-
sein like the first President Bush did?
No. Did the President of the United
States or the State Department or
Scott McClellan or anyone else thank
Joe Wilson for his contribution for tell-
ing the truth to the American people?
No.

What did this administration do to
this citizen who shared the truth with
the American people? It is a sad story,
but I am going to share it with you and
you know it. What they did was to go
after his wife to try to damage her, to
hurt her career, to punish Joe Wilson
for pointing out the truth. We should
expect any administration, Democrat,
Republican or whatever party, to pun-
ish lies, not to punish the truth. But
this administration punished a truth-
teller and frankly an American, maybe
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hero is too strong, but I think it ap-
proaches, a guy who showed some real
courage under fire in Baghdad once be-
fore and in Niger a second time and
they punished him. They punished him.
They could not get to him, so they
went after his wife.

I do not know what is a lower thing
to do under the code of the West in
American Western Civilization, to go
after a truth-teller’s wife, to punish
them when he has told the truth and
spoken the truth to power.
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It is difficult to speak truth to power
and Joe Wilson did it, and look at what
he got as a result. What he got was es-
sentially an outing of his wife who
news reports suggest worked for the
Central Intelligence Agency as a covert
agent, an agent undercover, and what
he got were press reports because of an
administration we now know leaks in-
tentional leaks to the media to dis-
close that Joe Wilson’s wife worked for
the Central Intelligence Agency.

What a ‘“‘thank you” to an American
who did something at the request of
this administration. What a great note
of appreciation to essentially, number
one, destroy his wife’s career because
once one is outed in the CIA, of course,
they cannot be a covert agent any-
more, number one; number two, poten-
tially jeopardize her safety when she
has been a covert agent working on
weapons of mass destruction issues;
number three, jeopardize the people
whom she worked with who now could
be suspect in her covert operations;
and, number four, damage the national
security of the United States by com-
promising a CIA agent, which this ad-
ministration did.

Now, who did this in this administra-
tion? There has been some suggestion
about that. There has been some sug-
gestion that one, at least of the admin-
istration people who did this, is the
Deputy Chief of Staff of the White
House, and that Deputy Chief of Staff,
when questions were raised a long time
ago about that, about whether the Dep-
uty Chief of Staff had, in fact, disclosed
this information, let us ask as Ameri-
cans whether this administration
upheld its obligation to us to tell the
truth. We elect the President of the
United States. It is an exalted and im-
portant position, but they do work for
us, and they owe us the obligation of
truth in matters of national security.

Let us find out what the President’s
officials and the administration offi-
cials told Americans about this subject
in the last several years, whether the
Deputy Chief of the White House was
responsible for or involved in any way
in this issue. We have a briefing on
July 22, 2003, a briefing where Scott
McClellan, who is the press secretary
for the President, on July 22, 2003, in
the White House, a question was asked:
“Scott, has there ever been an attempt
or effort on the part of anyone here at
the White House to discredit the rep-
utations or reporting of former Ambas-

July 13, 2005

sador Joe Wilson, his wife, or ABC cor-
respondent Jeffrey Kofman?”’

McClellan: ‘‘John, I think I answered
that yesterday. That is not the way
that this White House operates. That’s
not the way the President operates . . .
No one would be authorized to do that
within this White House. That is sim-
ply not the way we operate, and that’s
simply not the way the President oper-
ates.”

We would like the administration not
to operate that, to leak information
about CIA agents, to punish somebody
who told the truth. We will see a little
later in this conversation whether they
did.

July 23, 2003, answer by Mr. McClel-
lan, when asked if Karl Rove did that,
Mr. McClellan said, ‘I haven’t heard
that. That’s just totally ridiculous.
But we’ve already addressed this issue.
I just said, it’s totally ridiculous.”

We go on to an interview with Mr.
Rove on September 6, 2003, Andrea
Owen of ABC asked Mr. Rove, ‘“‘Did you
have any knowledge or did you leak
the name of a CIA agent to the press?”’

Rove: “No.”

September 29, 2003, again to Mr.
McClellan: ‘‘Has the President either
asked Karl Rove to assure him that he
had nothing to do with this, or did Karl
Rove go to the President to assure him
that he . . .”

McClellan: ““I don’t think he needs
that. I think I’ve spoken clearly to this

publicly . .. I’ve just said there’s no
truth to it.”
Question: ‘“Yes. But I'm just won-

dering if there was a conversation be-
tween Karl Rove and the President or
if he just talked to you and you’re here
at this. . .”

McClellan. ‘“‘He wasn’t involved. The
President knows he wasn’t involved.”

Question: “How does he know that?”

McClellan. ‘“The President knows.”

We now have at least four instances
where the President of the United
States, through his spokesperson, has
told us that the Deputy Chief of Staff
was not involved in any way, in any
way, at disclosing this information to
destroy a CIA agent’s career. But it is
not just four times.

On September 29, 2003, question to
Mr. McClellan: ‘“Weeks ago, when you
were first asked whether Mr. Rove had
the conversation with Robert Novak
that produced the column, you dis-
missed it as ridiculous. And I wanted
just to make sure, at that time, had
you talked to Karl?”

Answer by McClellan: ‘“I’'ve made it
very clear from the beginning that it is
totally ridiculous. I've known Karl for
a long time, and I didn’t even need to
go ask Karl because I know the kind of
person that he is, and he is someone
that is committed to the highest stand-
ards of conduct.”

A question to the President. Essen-
tially people are starting to ask what
will the President do when he finds out
who leaked this information. Well, let
us find out what the President said he
would do.
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On September 30, 2003, question:
“Yesterday we were told that Karl
Rove had norole init. . .”

The President: ““Yes.”

Question: ‘“‘Have you talked to Karl
and do you have confidence in him

The President: ‘‘Listen, I know of no-
body—I don’t know of anybody in my
administration who leaked -classified
information. If somebody did leak clas-
sified information, I'd like to know it,
and we’ll take the appropriate action.”

October 1, McClellan: ‘‘The President
doesn’t condone the activity that
you're suggesting, absolutely he does
not.”

October 7, and I will skip the ques-
tion for a moment. McClellan: “‘I spoke
with those individuals, as I pointed
out, and those individuals assured me
that they were not involved in this.”
And that included Karl Rove, Elliot
Abrams, and Lewis Libby. ‘“And that’s
where it stands.”

Question: ‘“So none of them told any
reporter that Valerie Plame worked for
the CIA?”

McClellan: ‘‘They assured me that
they were not involved in this.”

So the President subsequently said
he would do what he should do if he
found someone was involved in any
way in leaking information. He said he
would fire them. And when he was in
Europe last week, when he was asked
what he would do if he found that out,
when asked if he would fire them, he
said yes. So we have this situation
where we now find, through hard evi-
dence admitted by the lawyer for the
Deputy Chief of Staff, that, in fact, Mr.
Rove told Mr. Cooper, a news reporter,
that, in fact, he told him that Joe Wil-
son’s wife worked through for the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency.

And for 2 years now, the official posi-
tion of the President of the United
States telling the American people has
said, My Deputy Chief of Staff had
nothing to do with this, never men-
tioned it, never leaked a word, never
hushed it, never gave an inclination
about it, totally ridiculous. And now
we know the sordid truth. And it is sor-
did. It is sad. We should be talking
about some other things here rather
than this. But we believe that the
truth is important to the American
people.

Americans deserve the truth. They
deserve not to have an administration
to punish Americans who stand up
against power, and that is what they
did.

We now find phase one a failure of
the administration to hush this up and
bury this story. They denied it for 2
years. They said it was ridiculous for 2
years. They tried to suppress this in-
formation for 2 years. They refused to
be candid with the American people for
2 years, and that approach has failed.
So what approach are they now using
to try to wiggle out from this most ter-
rible abuse of our national security?
Let us go through their sort of defenses
now.
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By the way, it is interesting the
White House now refuses to comment
on this. That has not stopped the ma-
jority party talk machine from launch-
ing an all-out offensive against Mr.
Wilson today. We can read—they’re
still defaming Mr. Wilson today. They
still have not given up thinking that if
they can destroy Mr. Wilson that we
will forget about the falsehood that the
President used in starting this war. We
are not going to forget because this
really is not about Mr. Wilson. It is
about our sons and daughters in Iraq.
And it is about American democracy
and our right to have the President tell
us the truth. And we are not going to
forget.

So let us see what strategies they are
using now rather than just suppressing
the truth. They are using the strategy
that Mr. Rove did not use the name
Valerie Plame. All he said was it was
Joe Wilson’s wife who worked at the
Central Intelligence Agency; therefore,
they think no harm, no foul. Whom do
the Members think they are identi-
fying if not Valerie Plame? Unless Karl
Rove thought that Joe Wilson was a
polygamist, had ten wives so we could
not tell which one it was, it is pretty
clear whom he was identifying.

Just like I started this Special Order
today and I made reference to the Dep-
uty Chief of Staff at the White House,
everyone knew whom I was talking
about. I did not use his name, but we
know who it was. That dog just will
not hunt. It is embarrassing. It is em-
barrassing to try to fall back on that
as some excuse for violating the secu-
rity laws of the United States. So that
one will not work.

Second, they argued that, well, it
was unintentional, did not really in-
tend to do this. That might be because
we all make mistakes, we all make
misstatements, we all misspeak on oc-
casion, myself included. Perhaps we
should just forgive and forget that. Ex-
cept for one thing. It is clear it was
not. It is clear it was not a simple acci-
dent. The reason we know it was not a
simple accident is for 2 years they cov-
ered up the truth of what happened.
When people act guilty and suppress
the truth, frequently it means they
were guilty. And this was not innocent
conduct where for 2 years the White
House was saying it was ridiculous
that Karl Rove would be involved in
this, ridiculous. I actually think it is
ridiculous now that they are not tak-
ing responsibility and being account-
able. We should not have to be arguing
about this right now.

They say that they were just explain-
ing, they were just explaining how Mr.
Wilson happened to be in Niger. Mr.
Rove could have just explained very
easily by saying some people close to
Mr. Wilson knew him and wanted to
send him to Niger. That could have
preserved the cover of this CIA agent,
and there would have been no problem.

So what we are seeing is a collapse of
excuses. This is a collapse of a fab-
ricated effort to protect the Deputy
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Chief of Staff, which I understand. The
Deputy Chief of Staff has been a loyal
lieutenant and adviser to the President
of the United States, and we can all, to
some degree, respect loyalty. But when
it comes down to a situation where the
President is forced, through his spokes-
person, to continue to not tell the
truth to the American people, as it has
happened here, it is unhealthy for the
administration. It is unhealthy for
America, and this boil needs to get
lanced. It needs to get resolved. We
cannot go on with this cloud hanging
over the country. It needs resolution.

That is why in the next few days, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT)
and myself and other Members will
offer a resolution of inquiry calling on
the U.S. House of Representatives to
get to the bottom of what happened in
this situation. And this is a very sim-
ple thing that will simply request, ac-
tually require, the administration to
provide answers to the American peo-
ple of what happened here once and for
all. We need to get this resolved and
behind us. We need to find a way, a bi-
partisan way, to bring our troops
home; to find some way to leave Iraq a
stable place and bring our troops home.
And we need to be involved in a bipar-
tisan attempt to do this rather than ar-
guing about this situation.

But until the administration is can-
did with the American people and we
know why an administration punished
an American citizen for, number one,
going to Niger as requested by the CIA;
telling the truth to the administration,
number two; three, having the courage
to tell the public about it after the
President stated a falsehood during his
State of the Union address; and fourth,
refusing to be intimidated, and I re-
spect people who are not intimidated
by power.
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Joe Wilson is not intimidated by
power. He was not intimidated in Bagh-
dad, and he is not intimidated now. We
will not be intimidated to get to the
bottom of this sordid affair. That is
why we hope that on a bipartisan basis
we will pass a resolution of inquiry
calling to get answers to what hap-
pened in this sorry situation. Ameri-
cans deserve it. It will help us move
forward to get to the issues that we
need to do.

Now, let me also talk about why per-
haps, today and the last 2 days, if you
have happened to watch the press con-
ferences at the White House, you have
noticed Mr. McClellan has been be-
sieged by people who wanted to provide
Americans the truth as we now know it
about what actually happened here.
Now, after telling us for 2 years, being
quite willing to talk about this, saying
this is ridiculous, this was just a fish-
ing expedition, and that we should not
bother with those little people over
there in the corner who want to know
the truth about this, now, all of a sud-
den, Mr. McClellan does not want to
talk about this anymore. Why is that?
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You have to ask yourself why, after
being so loquacious about this for 2
years, now they do not want to talk
about it. Well, I think it is understand-
able when you think about it.

Think about this: Mr. McClellan told
the American people that the President
knows that the Deputy Chief of Staff
was not involved in this, that it was ri-
diculous. The Deputy Chief of Staff
says, no, I was not involved in this. The
President of the United States says,
no, he was not involved in this, and
people who were, we would fire them.

Now, you take those three individ-
uals, somebody is not telling the truth.
Somebody is not being entirely candid
with the American people. The Deputy
Chief of Staff is not being candid with
the President, perhaps, or the Deputy
Chief of Staff is not being candid with
the press secretary, perhaps, or the
press secretary is not being candid
with the American people, perhaps.
There is a third possibility, and I am
not even going to suggest it on the
floor of this House. But somebody is
not being candid with the American
people about why an American was
punished for doing his duty when he
was asked to go to Niger.

I mean, you think about that. You
imagine if the Federal Government to-
morrow called you and said, I have this
tough task. I want you to go to Africa
where it is dusty and hot and a big day
is when you get some sugar in your tea,
and I want you to find out if there is
yellow cake there because we are try-
ing to decide whether to start a war or
not. It is a big, big deal. And you go
there, essentially out of retirement,
and you bring back the truthful an-
swer, and you give it to the adminis-
tration. They then ignore your conclu-
sion and put it in the State of the
Union address anyway, a war is talked
about to be started; you have the guts
enough to write an op-ed in The New
York Times telling America what you
concluded, and, all of a sudden, the en-
tire Federal Government comes after
you and destroys your wife’s career.
That should not happen to any Amer-
ican of any political persuasion. And
that principle is an important one.

This is not the only time this has
happened in America. You recall back
in the Vietnam era where there was an
author who was critical of President
Nixon’s war in Vietnam, Daniel
Ellsberg; and he published in The New
York Times some information that was
critical of the President. So what did
the President do? Did he thank him for
sharing this information with the pub-
lic? No. He had people burglarize Dan-
iel Ellsberg’s psychiatrist’s office in
order to get information to destroy
Daniel Ellsberg’s credibility. That
President tried to destroy their critic’s
credibility, and that is what happened
here. A different way, a different strat-
egy, a different effort, same goal: pun-
ish critics of the administration.

We went through a Revolutionary
War to get rid of King George because
we believed citizens rule the country
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and when citizens exercise their right
of free speech and they tell the truth,
nobody here in Washington, D.C. ought
to be able to punish them. It was a
principle worth going to the Revolu-
tionary War about it. And in a small
way, we are fighting it right here: that
if you are a citizen and you tell the
truth, nobody should be able to punish
you, even the most powerful person in
America. That is why we are filing this
resolution of inquiry.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to yield to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
HoLT), who has provided great leader-
ship and who was working on this sub-
ject last year to try to bring to the at-
tention of the country this issue. He
has shown a lot of courage on this. I
thank the gentleman for joining us
today.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman, my friend from Wash-
ington, for this Special Order and for
shining a light on this subject. The
gentleman is right, this is something,
it is curious. I have been trying for a
couple of years to draw sharp attention
to this, to this exposure of the identity
of someone whom we have asked to un-
dertake risky, dangerous, important
assignments for quite a long time.

The press seemed very interested in
this other issue of their ability to pro-
tect their sources, not an unimportant
issue, but something apart from this
critical issue of how we as a country
collect intelligence, what we as a coun-
try ask of people who risk their lives to
collect that intelligence, and what we
do about protecting their ability to do
it and protecting their lives and wel-
fare.

This is a very important matter.
Former President Bush, the current
President’s father, said that those who
expose our human sources are ‘‘the
most insidious of traitors.” Ten former
intelligence officers signed a letter
calling the disclosure of this particular
officer’s identity ‘‘a shameful and un-
precedented event in American his-
tory.” It is an uncommon occurrence,
and for good reason. Thank goodness,
it is uncommon.

Intelligence is intended to save lives.
Intelligence is intended to protect our
national security. Intelligence is in-
tended to be something that prevents
us from going to war. But to collect
that intelligence, people have to take
great risks. Operating undercover, per-
haps under an alias, dealing with peo-
ple in out-of-the-way places is often a
thankless job. We do not often ac-
knowledge the people who do that. It is
a terrible thing when their effective-
ness is lost through some accident. It
is even worse when they are exposed by
the counterintelligence people in an-
other country.

But worst of all, of almost unthink-
able tragedy, is when a person would be
exposed by his or her own government.
Mr. Speaker, it is not just a matter of
ruining a career, it is not just a matter
of an affront to a person or her spouse,
it is not just the loss of probably mil-
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lions of dollars that goes into devel-
oping an undercover agent, providing
the cover and all that.

No, it is more than the ruined career,
more than the loss to our Nation of ef-
fective intelligence. It actually puts
that person at risk. And anyone who
ever had lunch with that person in a
foreign country is now suspected by
that country as having been frater-
nizing with a spy. We do not know
what has happened to other people in
other countries because of exposure of
identities of intelligence officers. That
an exposure should come from our own
country is almost unthinkable.

So when we raise this subject today,
it is not about political ‘‘gotcha’; it is
not to embarrass someone. No. It is be-
cause we as a Congress have a responsi-
bility to look after these people whom
we have asked to take great risks. And
we have to make sure that this sort of
thing does not happen. That is why we
want to know what happened and how
it happened. It is, well, like someone
sending an e-mail to the enemy with a
position of our troops on the map. You
do not do that at wartime. That is
treasonous.

Today, the members of the House
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence on which I sit submitted a let-
ter to the President, again under-
scoring the importance of this matter,
abhorring the disclosure of identities of
undercover officers, and asking that
the President take the step of remov-
ing the security clearance from anyone
known to have any association with
this. We certainly know that Karl
Rove, as acknowledged through his at-
torney, that he disclosed the identity,
maybe not by name, but he might as
well have; the identity of an intel-
ligence officer to a reporter of a na-
tional news magazine.

Because the officer was undercover,
her identity could be known only
through access to classified informa-
tion. There is ample precedent for sus-
pending the security clearances of peo-
ple under suspicion of leaking classi-
fied information. So we formally and
soberly asked the President to suspend
any and all of Mr. Rove’s security
clearances, at least and until the Fitz-
gerald investigation is complete. That
is just one step.

But we here in Congress have an im-
portant role beyond that, a role of
oversight to make sure that we, as I
say, look after the welfare, effective-
ness, and safety of those whom we have
asked to take risks for our country so
that we can know what is going on
around the world, so we can avoid war,
so that we can save lives, so that we
can advance democracy.

I thank my colleague from Wash-
ington for this Special Order; and I
hope, now that the country’s attention
is focused on this subject, that we real-
ly can get to the bottom of it. The
President said at first that he would
find and fire this person. Then a little
bit later he said, you know, it is going
to be really hard to find the person.
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This is the same President who said we
will find Osama bin Laden, wherever he
is in the world. But among the 5,000
people in the White House, I am going
to have a hard time finding out who it
was who leaked this. Well, we know at
least one person in the White House
now who was party to this. The Presi-
dent should take action so that this
sort of thing will never happen again.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey. I have
to say, one of the troublesome things
to me now that this disclosure has
come up, here the person, at least one,
there might be more people who are re-
sponsible for this besides the Deputy
Chief of Staff; there may be more than
one, but at least one was a person who
talks to the President at least several
times a day. I cannot understand when
this came out why the President did
not demand his inner circle to give him
an affidavit saying they were not in-
volved in this, and get to the heart of
this.

Instead, the President of the United
States, who works across the desk from
the gentleman who is at least one of
the people responsible for this leak, the
most powerful man in the world could
not get a straight answer. Now, if he
did not get a straight answer on this
important thing, then the President
should exercise what he promised the
American people he would do, which is
to send that person on to other pur-
suits, and we will see whether the
President meant what he said in that
regard shortly.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman and mention one other
thing and ask for his response. There is
one other excuse that we are hearing
floated about this today, and I have
heard some people defending the White
House saying, well, this was not really
that big of a deal. We might have said
there was yellow cake in there anyway,
because we really did not know; we
would have thrown that up in the State
of the Union address anyway.
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So no harm, no foul. I want to read
something that Secretary of State Rice
said on July 26, 2003, ‘“‘My only point is
that in retrospect, knowing that some
of the documents underneath may have
been, were indeed forgeries, and know-
ing that apparently there were con-
cerns swirling around about this, had
we known that at the time, we would
not have put it in. And if there had
been even a peep that the Agency did
not want that sentence, or that George
Tenet did not want that sentence in,
that the Director of Central Intel-
ligence did not want it in, it would not
have been done.”

Here we have the person sent by the
CIA to get this information, reported
back these were forgeries, reporting
back it is highly unlikely there is yel-
low cake there, but the President put
it in anyway, and then Secretary Rice
was candid.

She said we should not have put that
in. So let us not let this sort of octopus
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defense of squirting ink around this
thing obscure a central truth. The
President gave false information to the
American people, and for one reason or
the another did not report what his
own agent, the CIA, had sent, and then
his administration punished that per-
son.

This cries out for action by Congress.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I would say
this goes beyond political punishment.
We certainly could condemn his pun-
ishing the envoy who went to learn the
truth about the uranium from Niger.
But for whatever reason to disclose the
identity of someone whom we have
asked to take risks, life and death
risks on our behalf is almost unthink-
able.

And to do it for what appear to be
gratuitous political reasons makes it
all the more shameful.

Mr. INSLEE. Would it be fair to say
that if these assertions are true, some-
one put political convenience ahead of
national security? I will make that a
rhetorical question.

Mr. HOLT. I cannot imagine why this
name would have been released, but for
the sake of creating political embar-
rassment for someone. I call that a gra-
tuitous breach of national security.

There does not seem to be any higher
purpose here. I suppose you might be
able to imagine some circumstances
where for some higher purpose you
probably could dream up something
where releasing the identity of, you
know, someone we have put in such a
dangerous position might be justifi-
able, but this certainly is not it.

Mr. INSLEE. Well, we would stand
for the proposition that political petti-
ness does not justify a breach of na-
tional security. I hope we can have bi-
partisan consensus on that.

I would like to yield to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY).

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
very much the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE) for bringing this
issue to the floor of the House. I think
it is at the moment one of the most im-
portant issues that this Congress
should be dealing with, but is not doing
S0.

As you pointed out, there is a great
deal of dissembling going on within the
context of the Bush Administration.
And one of the principal people respon-
sible for that is Mr. Rove. It is quite
clear that he revealed the identity of
Valerie Plame, Central Intelligence
Agency operative, and the wife of Am-
bassador Wilson, to at least one re-
porter, in this particular case a re-
porter for Time Magazine, and that he
did so in the context of e-mail.

But it is also very likely that he
made that revelation not just to the re-
porter for Time Magazine, but to oth-
ers as well. And it may very well have
been Mr. Rove who made that revela-
tion to Robert Novak, who was the col-
umnist who published her name and
made the revelation that someone
working for the intelligence agency in
a very sensitive position now had that
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name made public, putting that person
in danger.

So the question of the motivation
here is one that is very important. It is
quite clear that at least on one level,
the motivation was to exact retribu-
tion against Ambassador Wilson, who
you have pointed out rightly was sent
by the Central Intelligence Agency to
Niger to investigate the question as to
whether or not enriched yellow cake
uranium was being transported from
Niger into Iraq.

The President of the United States in
this room, in an address to a joint ses-
sion of the Congress of the United
States, and to the American people,
made the assertion that enriched yel-
low cake uranium was being imported
from Niger into Iraq, and that created
the prospect that Iraq was developing
nuclear weapons.

On numerous occasions, the Presi-
dent, the Vice President, the National
Security Advisor, and others in the ad-
ministration, used the illustration of
the mushroom cloud in reference to
Iraq, to create the impression that Iraq
was developing a nuclear weapon.

Ambassador Wilson, in the context of
his trip to Niger, made it very clear
that no yellow cake uranium had been
transported from Niger to Iraq. Never-
theless, the administration continued
to allege that that is not the case, and
that Iraq was engaged in a program to
develop a nuclear weapon.

So what we see here in the course of
this discussion this afternoon is an-
other example of the dissembling, the
misuse of information by important
people within this administration. And
from our point of view, as Members of
the House of Representatives, one of
the critical aspects of all of this is the
failure of this House to address this
circumstance.

We know that the allegations made
by the administration with regard to
the connection between Iraq and the
attack of September 11 were untrue.
We know that the allegations con-
cerning the relationship between Sad-
dam Hussein and Osama bin Laden
were not true. We know that the alle-
gations with regard to weapons of mass
destruction, including the prospects of
a nuclear weapon, were untrue.

Why is it that this House of Rep-
resentatives is not carrying out its re-
sponsibilities under the Constitution to
conduct an investigation and to hold
Congressional hearings with regard to
this issue?

Mr. INSLEE. I think you bring a very
good point about Congress’s obligation
to investigate the executive branch.
We do have a checks-and-balances sys-
tem here. I think that is very impor-
tant in this case, because essentially
the President has said, as he said yes-
terday, look, this is a criminal inves-
tigation, so I have no responsibility
whatsoever, he implied this, to find out
what happened here.

He says, you know, there is a pros-
ecutor here, so I have no responsibility
to find out if people who work literally
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in my office had outed a security agent
for punishment for someone telling the
truth.

Whether there was a crime or not,
any President, and this President has
said so, should fire a person who dis-
closes secret information of a covert
agent’s identity in part to punish a
person who told the truth in criticizing
the administration.

Even if that is not a crime, it is a
crime against the code of the west and
the expectations of millions of Ameri-
cans, where we do not allow our elected
officials to punish us for criticizing the
administration. We do not allow a
President’s agents to jeopardize a
man’s wife who is a secret agent, and
expose their two young children, and
this couple have two of the most de-
lightful young children that you will
ever meet in your life, and you can as-
sume that this covert agent for the CIA
mother has the same concerns about
her children that you would when you
are a covert agent and someone has
blown your cover, and then they attack
Mr. Wilson’s wife.

The President has an obligation that
goes beyond simply upholding this fel-
ony laws of America. His obligation to
Americans is greater than that. And he
ought to call these people in and say,
did you have anything to do with this?
And if they did, he needs to make a de-
cision about their continued employ-
ment. And yet he refuses to do that.
That is most troublesome. You know,
there are fifth amendment privileges.
There are all of these little technical-
ities in the law. This is not a techni-
cality, we are standing up for the prop-
osition that Americans should not be
abused in this regard.

We are running out of time. I want to
yield to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATSON).

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to
very briefly take this to another level.
And it is about truth and trust. I, as a
former ambassador representing the
United States of America, was trained
in the State Department as to con-
fidentialities and secret missions that
were taking place around this globe.
The audacity of someone in the Execu-
tive Branch even making reference to a
covert agent violates that confiden-
tiality and puts us all at risk.

It is not something you play with. It
is not something you use for retalia-
tion. When you out an agent, you are
outing all of us.

Our intelligence functions on us hav-
ing operatives in places where people
are plotting against our Nation. Our
defense will be in the fact that they
bring that information to us and we
prepare our defenses.

If these people are exposed, they no
longer can gather the information that
can save lives and property. So I think
this is the most heinous act. I am not
even going to get into the debate
whether it is prosecutable or not. But,
any leader in the executive branch
ought to understand that you cannot
have people there who will leak this in-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

formation. The safety of all of our citi-
zens depends on the confidentiality.

Mr. INSLEE. I think the Congress-
woman has brought up another point,
and that is, the nature of this agent
who is a covert agent operating under
cover for her own protection, and those
people, as the gentleman from New
York (Mr. HINCHEY) indicated, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT) in-
dicated, the people that she worked
with, the people that she had lunch
with in various countries around the
world are now suspect.

But it was interesting in the litany
of excuses for this misconduct that we
have heard out of the White House for
the last few days or at least their
operatives around the country, one of
the excuses I have heard is that the
deputy chief of staff, Mr. Rove, did not
know that this CIA agent was a covert
agent. He just did not know that.

And, therefore, he wants to excuse
that misbehavior since he did not know
she was covert. Maybe she could have
been just a receptionist at the front
desk. There is a problem with that.
When you out a CIA agent, you darn
well better know whether they are cov-
ert or not before you violate your secu-
rity clearance in outing that CIA
agent.

And unless we hear a real good rea-
son that Mr. Rove asked the CIA and
was told inappropriately or something,
there is no excuse for someone in the
highest levels of government, with sup-
posedly the sophistication working at
the right hand of the President of the
United States, not to know you did not
out a CIA agent knowing they could be
covert.

The damage that has been done here
to our security, to Joe Wilson’s spouse,
to our trust in the Federal Govern-
ment, was occasioned, regardless of the
intention of the deputy chief of staff,
one way or another there has been an
abuse of both the family and our sense
of national security.

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, there is
no way that a deputy chief of staff in
the White House to even mention the
name of Ambassador Wilson, not nam-
ing his wife would not know, because
she is the one that sent him over there
to Niger.
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So how did Robert Novak get the in-
formation to print her name in the
press? So I do not buy the excuses. I do
not think the American people, know-
ing the truth, will buy the excuses.
What we have all lost is the faith and
the trust in this administration to deal
straightforwardly with the American
people, and as the gentleman has so
brilliantly enumerated all the other
misinformation activities involving
this administration. We must stop it
and we must stop it now because the
reputation of the United States has
sunk to its lowest point.

Mr. INSLEE. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for joining me.

I would like to conclude with a cou-
ple of comments. This is the greatest
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Nation on Earth, and it is the greatest
because it works on a principle that
our citizens should be in control of our
democracy, not people in power.

It works on the assumption that that
power will not be abused. It works on
the principle that our elected officials
will tell us the truth. It works on the
principles that people’s wives should
not be attacked when a person fulfills
their patriotic duty to go to Africa and
ferret out the truth.

It works on the principle that people
are human and they can make mis-
takes; but when they make mistakes,
they ought to be candid and forthright
with Americans. And the sooner the
President of the United States is forth-
right and tells us what happened in
this situation, the better off both for
the White House and for us as a whole.
And if it refuses to do that, which it is
now stonewalling in its finest tradition
of those who were caught red-handed,
it is refusing to give Americans infor-
mation.

That is why this House of Represent-
atives needs to pass this resolution of
inquiry so that we can have a bipar-
tisan review of what happened here.
Why? So that we can regain the bipar-
tisan trust we need to go forward with
and deal with our pressing problems in
Iraq, our pressing problems with the
threat of terrorism, and we can get
back on track in this government.

Before I close, I want to thank the
Wilson family for their courage in
going to Africa. I want to thank Mrs.
Wilson for her courage as an employee
of the CIA. I want to thank them for
their courage in standing up to the ad-
ministration that has so willfully
abused them. And I hope that the truth
that they have worked so hard to bring
to the American people will ultimately
prevail in this affair.

————
HONORING RICHARD LEE WILES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Miss
McMORRIS). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. PETERSON) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I rise today with a
heavy heart. I rise today to honor
Richard Lee Wiles, my friend, my
former economic development and
technical education coordinator, and a
man who was as brilliant and far-
sighted as he was straightforward and
unpretentious; the kind of man who
brought dignity and integrity and a
great deal of expertise to everything he
did in life.

I am sad to report that late in June,
Richard, or Dick as he was known to
friends and strangers alike, passed
away while conducting his duties on
behalf of people of the 5th district of
Pennsylvania.

Dick was more than an employee. He
was a true friend and a loyal confidant.
Dick graduated in 1958 from East Brady
High School and in 1963 from Penn
State University where he received a
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bachelor’s degree in agriculture and
later a master’s degree in communica-
tion.

For many years he operated Nova
Productions, a public relations firm
that was very successful. But, Madam
Speaker, more than just a knowledge-
able counselor and an able communi-
cator, Dick Wiles was truly a renais-
sance man. Evidence of this can be seen
during his high school and college
years when to pay for his education,
Dick started and was an active member
in a well known dance band, The
Rhythm Knights.

Indeed, he was a gentleman of the
highest order who could cook, sing,
fish, hunt, dance, paint, write poetry
and prose, and charm everyone present
within the sound of his voice. I used to
joke that his charm almost earned him
a seat in the Pennsylvania General As-
sembly over 25 years ago when he came
within a few hundred votes of defeating
a long-term popular incumbent, despite
receiving absolutely no support, finan-
cial or otherwise, from the party struc-
ture or apparatus.

Madam Speaker, Dick Wiles was one
of the most politically savvy and intel-
ligent, gifted people I have ever met.
What made him special, though, was
how he selflessly used his talent to
serve his neighbors and better his com-
munity. More than once Dick told me
that he loved his job so much that he
felt guilty for receiving a pay check.

But more than a humble public serv-
ant, Dick will be remembered as a
humble servant of God, a man who
deeply cared about the condition of his
country; a husband who cherished his
beautiful wife, Barbara; a father who
loved his wonderful daughters, Julia
and Jennifer; a grandfather who pam-
pered his four lovely grandchildren,
Seanna, Taylor, Alex and Colin; and
was fond and took great care of his sis-
ter-in-law, Debbie, and her son, Ricky;
a friend who reminded us all of what
could be accomplished with a little
hard work, gritty determination and
general good will towards his fellow
man.

He was one of the finest conversa-
tionalists I have met and one of the
most inquiring minds I ever dealt with.
His interests were broad. His memory
was phenomenal.

Two years ago, Dick lost his lovely
wife, Barb, unexpectedly. Since then he
lived alone in east Brady and was very
lonely. I knew that and I always had
chatted with him often and always en-
joyed those conversations, but I made
it a habit to call him numerous times
per day. I talked to him several times
daily. I would call him on my way to
the Capitol for a vote. I would call him
in my apartment in the evenings. We
would have lengthy chats. I would call
him when I was traveling in my dis-
trict at home because I have a large
rural district. I enjoyed those visits I
think more than he because he gave so
much.

Madam Speaker, Dick was a phe-
nomenal leader on several issues. He
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helped me develop technical education
in the 5th district by helping equip our
high schools with the newest, latest
technology, and bringing technical
schools and community colleges to
help train our adults for the skilled
technical jobs that are vital in today’s
high-tech economy. That was an edu-
cation that we lacked.

He also was my staff person who was
my specialist to help promote tourism
in the bth district. He was my steady
voice on Governor Rendell’s Pennsyl-
vania Wilds Working Group, a group
joining 13 counties together in beau-
tiful north central Pennsylvania to de-
velop our tourism potential, an area
rich in natural beauty, historic sites
and scenic Route 6, Pennsylvania’s elk
herd, Kinzua Lake and the Allegheny
National Forest.

Dick truly loved his work and he was
so good at it. He truly adored his fam-
ily, his community, his State and his
country. He was always a gentleman.

Dick, we really miss you.

Madam Speaker, I humbly submit
these comments to the RECORD, and I
humbly commit his spirit to the com-
munion of saints above. May Dick rest
in peace.

REFORMING SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SHADEGG) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. SHADEGG. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to engage, I hope, in a dis-
cussion with my colleagues about an
important issue confronting our coun-
try, and it is an issue on which we have
already begun a national dialogue. It is
an issue that, at least before the last
few months, was an issue of bipartisan
concern, and that is reforming Social
Security.

As you know, Madam Speaker, the
former President of this Nation, Bill
Clinton, raised this issue during his
tenure in office and noted that the So-
cial Security program in its current
structure is in trouble and in need of
reform. It is facing several serious
problems.

One of them is the solvency of the
program over time. And another is its
fairness to the younger generations.
There is a new idea here in Washington
and a simple idea that has surfaced
just within the last few weeks on So-
cial Security reform that does not
solve the entire problem in one fell
swoop, but would start us on a path
and would address the most egregious
problem of all, and that is the struc-
ture of Social Security which simply is
unsustainable in its current form. So I
want to focus this discussion this after-
noon largely on that new idea.

It is an idea that responds as the
House should respond to the concerns
and the interests of the American peo-
ple about what is happening with their
Social Security taxes, their payroll
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taxes. Let me begin with some of the
basics.

As I think all Americans understand
on both sides of the aisle, the Social
Security system as it is structured
today is a pay-as-you-go system. It is a
system where those of us working
today in the workforce pay in our pay-
roll taxes and those payroll taxes by
and large immediately go out the door
to pay the retirement benefits of the
Americans who are retired today. That
is the structure of the current system,
and that is the structure that many
countries around the world created
some 35 to 40 to 50 years ago.

Germany, I think, was first to sub-
stitute a Social Security program for
its elderly based on this premise, that
is, that we would tax workers to pay
retirement benefits for those retired.
There was nothing wrong with that
proposal when initiated because at that
time the workforce was dramatically
larger than those who were on retire-
ment. Indeed, I think most Americans
now know that in 1935 when Social Se-
curity was created, there were some 42
Americans working for every American
collecting retirement benefits. Clearly,
42 workers can, through their payroll
taxes, support one retiree. But as most
Americans know by today, those num-
bers have changed dramatically.

In the 1950s, it went to where we had
roughly 15 or 16 workers per retiree.
Again, that was sustainable. But now
we face a new problem. The reality is
that the workforce relative to the
number of people retired has shrunk
and today in America there are only 3.3
working Americans paying payroll
taxes to support each individual cur-
rently retired and collecting Social Se-
curity taxes. If the trends continues,
and it will, that is unsustainable. Very
soon we will be down to where there
are two workers and even less than two
workers paying Social Security taxes,
payroll taxes to support each retiree.
That simply cannot be sustained over
time. And so we have a problem with
the structure of Social Security. We
also have a problem with its long-term
solvency. And, most importantly, I
think we have a problem with what is
referred to as generational fairness.

We all know that solvency is the
issue of whether or not we have the
money set aside to pay the benefits we
have promised, and in point of fact we
do not. While the system runs a short-
term surplus today, we collect more in
Social Security taxes than we pay out
today in Social Security benefits. That
short-term Social Security surplus of
revenues in over benefits paid out will
end as soon as 2017. Indeed, the surplus
itself will begin to shrink, that is go
down, year to year as early as 2008.

So this is a problem that confronts
us very soon, and as the actuaries have
told us and as I think Americans un-
derstand, the trust fund which we
would have to begin drawing upon in
2017 to pay the promised benefit will
itself be depleted by 2042. Thus, we
have a long-term solvency problem



H5792

with the current structure where we
have a shrinking number of workers
per retiree.

But the other issue that is not dis-
cussed very often is the issue of
generational fairness. Generational
fairness is a term I use, and I think
most Americans and my colleagues un-
derstand it, but then when I talk to an
audience they say they do not under-
stand it so let me try to make that
point clear. Solvency is one issue, but
generational fairness is a separate
issue. As it turns out under the Social
Security system that we have today in
America, my grandparents, most
Americans’ grandparents, collected an
effective rate of return on the Social
Security taxes they paid, that is, on
the payroll taxes they have paid into
Social Security, when they collected
their benefits, on average they got a
rate of return on the money they had
put in of about 5 percent.

Now, 5 percent is not a great rate of
return. You and I would like to be able
to invest our money and get 8 or 10 or
a better rate of return on the money
we invest; but for a program which is
designed as this program is designed to
provide a floor of protection for those
Americans who have either not been
able to or have not, in fact, set aside
money for their retirement, if you got
a rate of return on the money you put
into Social Security of 5 percent, you
were doing fairly well.
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That is a decent rate of return. But
because of the current structure of So-
cial Security, that is not continuing.
Indeed, our children, my children and
my grandchildren, will get a rate of re-
turn of less than 1.6 percent; and, in-
deed, for many of them, their rate of
return will be negative, that is, they
will pay in more in social security
taxes than they collect in their life-
times, on average, in Social Security
benefits. That is generational fairness,
and it is simply not fair.

I think most Americans would agree
that creating Social Security, the So-
cial Security program we have, cre-
ating a floor of protection so that all
Americans can enjoy their retirement
years, safe in knowing that they have
money to pay for their groceries and to
pay their rent is a laudable goal, and
with a rate of return of 5 percent on
your money, you can do that. But with
a rate of return of 1.6 percent or less, or
a negative rate of return, our children
and our grandchildren, if we do not
make changes, will in fact not have a
secure retirement. Indeed, they will
not have the funds when they go to re-
tire to even minimally get by.

Now, those are the basics that have
been involved in this debate from the
outset, and there are lots of ideas on
the table. President Bush has put ideas
on the table to deal with both the issue
of solvency and the issue of
generational fairness so that we can
make the program financially sound
for the future. Indeed, he would like to
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make it financially sound forever, not
just for the 75-year horizon that the
Social Security trustees base their
analysis on. But also he would like to
make sure that we guarantee the next
generation as secure a retirement as
this generation has had and as the last
generation had.

Now, I know a lot of Americans glaze
over and say, wow, I have heard so
many different ideas on Social Secu-
rity and on Social Security reform that
I get confused. People talk to me about
personal accounts. People talk to me
about benefit cuts. People talk to me
about increases in taxes. I want to talk
about a new idea, a new idea which can
solve a part of the Social Security
problem and stop a practice which is
offensive and a bad idea.

When I went home and did my town
halls with my constituents in Phoenix,
AZ, discussing the issue of Social Secu-
rity, I had to explain to my constitu-
ents this short-term surplus that we
have. That is the fact that today, and
every year since 1983, we have been col-
lecting more in Social Security reve-
nues than we are paying out in bene-
fits. So we have a surplus. And I had to
explain to my constituents, as my col-
leagues here in the Congress have had
to do, that that excess money is not
being set aside for Social Security.

Indeed, the Social Security surplus
that Americans are paying in collec-
tively through their payroll taxes, that
is the money in excess of the amount
spent today for those retired today, is
being, I would say quite frankly, mis-
appropriated by the Congress of the
United States and the Federal Govern-
ment. Because when Americans pay
payroll taxes to fund the Social Secu-
rity program, they believe, and they
have an absolute right to believe, that
their money, paid as payroll taxes to
fund Social Security, should be and is
being used for Social Security. But
that is not true today, and it has not
been true since 1983.

That money, this short-term surplus
of Social Security revenues or Social
Security benefits paid out, is in fact
taken each year by the United States
Congress and spent for general govern-
ment purposes. It is spent to fund the
Department of Agriculture. It is spent
to fund the Department of Defense. It
is spent to fund the Department of
Health, Education and Welfare. It is
spent all over this government for gen-
eral purposes having nothing to do
with Social Security. And I will tell
you, my constituents, when they learn
that, are angry.

Now, I mentioned a moment ago that
there are many ideas for reforming So-
cial Security. And some back home
say, Congressman, it is all too con-
fusing to me. I do not understand. That
is the central key element of this new
idea. When I went home and when my
colleagues went home to address the
issue of Social Security reform, and
when the American people understood
that we are misappropriating the So-
cial Security surplus to things other
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than Social Security, they got angry;
and they said, well, I do not care how
and I do not understand how you re-
form the entire Social Security pro-
gram, but the one thing you better do,
Congressman, the one thing you owe to
us, the American people, the one thing
you owe to every single person col-
lecting Social Security and every sin-
gle person paying social security taxes
is to stop stealing, stop raiding the So-
cial Security surplus, those payroll
taxes paid in for our future retirement,
and using them for general government
purposes. And that is precisely what
this new idea does.

A colleague of mine in the Senate,
JM DEMINT, first elected to the House
and served with me here in the House,
has dropped a piece of legislation, and
I and a group of members on the Ways
and Means Committee in the House
have dropped a piece of legislation that
will do precisely that. It will take,
from the moment it is enacted through
a 10-year period, from roughly today
through 2017, the Social Security sur-
plus that comes in and it will stop
spending that money on anything
other than Social Security. Now, how
do we do that?

What we will do is allocate that sur-
plus to every single American who is
paying payroll taxes under the age of
55, and we will set up an account in
their name and we will put that money
in that account. Now, for the first 3
years, the accounts will be invested in
U.S. Treasury bonds, the safest invest-
ment in the world and the same kind of
investment where your social security
taxes are being invested today.

But the key difference, the critical
difference is that we will stop using
that money for general government
purposes, we will stop using it to hide
the real deficit and the real debt, and
we will allocate it to Social Security.

Talk about a simple notion. I, an
American taxpayer, Joe Smith in my
district, an American taxpayer who
works at a job and pays payroll taxes,
he may be one of those American tax-
payers who pays more in payroll taxes
than in income taxes. We are going to
say to him, Beginning with the passage
of this bill, which is called the GROW
Act, we will make sure that every sin-
gle dime you pay in payroll taxes to
fund the Social Security System goes
to Social Security.

Now, a portion of it will go to cur-
rent retirees, but the rest will no
longer be spent for Forest Service pick-
up trucks or for national defense or for
welfare benefits, or for any other pur-
pose than Social Security. And the way
we will do that is to put it into an ac-
count in your name.

I think that is a simple, straight-
forward basic idea that the American
people can address and they can under-
stand, because it is not complicated,
and they can embrace and say, well, if
we cannot fix all the problems with So-
cial Security, we ought to at least get
started. And I am extremely excited
and encouraged that this simple notion
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of taking the Social Security surplus
that we will have for the next decade
and locking it away in individual, and
use the overused term lockboxes, in the
name of each American taxpayer so
that we do not spend it on any other
purpose, I think, is a great idea whose
time has come.

By the way, these will be individual
accounts. They will be in the name of
each payroll taxpayer. They will be in-
heritable. It will be their money. In-
deed, just to show you how different it
is than the current system: under the
current system, if you pay payroll
taxes this year, and you pass away 2
years from now, and you are under the
age of 65, that money that you paid in
goes away. It is lost forever.

If we enact this simple bill, locking
away just the Social Security surplus,
and you work for 2 more years after
the program goes into effect and then
you pass away, still under the age of 65,
instead of getting nothing, your spouse
or your children or your grandchildren
will inherit every dime of that money.
It is your money; and when you pass
away, it becomes their money.

This is not a gimmick. This is not a
paper scheme. This is not a ledger
entry here in Washington that never
matters. This is hard, cold cash in the
pockets of your children or your grand-
children beginning to accumulate the
day this legislation takes effect.

There are lots of other good things to
say about it, but I have been joined by
my colleague from Texas (Mr.
HENSARLING), and I have talked fairly
long about this topic for a moment so
maybe I will let him chime in and vary
the discussion a little bit.

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding to
me, and I especially appreciate his
leadership on this issue. Tens of mil-
lions of Americans, future generations,
are going to have their retirement se-
curity threatened unless we do some-
thing and do something today. Every
day that we postpone trying to help
save and reform Social Security it is
costing us an extra $200 million. The
time to act is now.

Madam Speaker, for me this is much
more than one’s average congressional
debate. This is something I take very,
very seriously and very personally. I
take it personally because my parents
are in their 70s. Now, Social Security is
an important part of their retirement
security. They worked very hard their
whole lives to earn that Social Secu-
rity, and nobody has a plan that will
take their Social Security away. As
their son, as a Congressman, I am dedi-
cated to making sure that my parents
and every one of that generation gets
every penny of Social Security that
they have earned. I have a sacred obli-
gation to my parents.

I have another sacred obligation. I
have a 3%-year-old daughter and a 22-
month-old son. And if we do not do
something and do something today, So-
cial Security as we know it will not be
there for my children. We are rapidly
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approaching the point where we are
going to lose the security from Social
Security.

My colleague from Arizona, who is a
great leader on this issue, and everyone
should appreciate his helping coauthor
the GROW account legislation, he very
ably laid out for the American people,
Madam Speaker, the challenges we are
facing in Social Security. As much as
Congress would like to, we cannot re-
peal the laws of demographics. So So-
cial Security, as it was envisioned,
took money from current workers to
pay for current retirees. Now, that
worked very well 50 years ago when we
might have had 40 workers paying into
a system for every one retiree. But
that is not true today. Instead, we are
down to 3% workers now supporting
every retiree, and we are rapidly on the
road to having only two workers sup-
port every retiree. So we have this phe-
nomena of having more and more retir-
ees and fewer and fewer workers paying
into the system.

Another challenge we have in Social
Security, as far as demographics is
concerned, is great news for seniors; it
is just not particularly good news for
the Social Security System. When So-
cial Security was first created, the av-
erage life-span of an American worker
was 60 years of age. You could not even
draw your retirement until 65. Many
folks had their name called on the roll
up yonder before they could ever get a
penny of retirement. Well, now, thanks
to the marvels of modern medicine and
technology, the average life-span of an
American worker has increased to 77.

So, again, Madam Speaker, we have
more and more retirees that are living
longer and longer and fewer and fewer
workers supporting them. And that is
putting an incredible financial pressure
on the system.

Something else it is doing is it is
eroding the security in Social Security.
Look at the amount of money people
paid into a system versus what they
took out. My grandparents, who are de-
creased, were born roughly in 1900.
They received about a 12 percent rate
of return on their Social Security.
That is great. My parents, who were
born in the late 1920s and early 1930s re-
spectively, they receive about a 4 per-
cent rate of return on their Social Se-
curity. Not bad.

People in my generation, represented
by those who were born in roughly 1960,
we are getting about 2% percent rate
on our Social Security. That will bare-
ly cover the rate of inflation. And my
children, who I spoke about earlier,
they are due to receive a negative rate
of return.

Madam Speaker, that is absolutely
unfair. We need to do something, and
we need to do something today. But
something as big as reforming Social
Security needs to be done on a bipar-
tisan basis.
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I wish we could be joined by Members
on the other side of the aisle who
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would come in and work with us on a
bipartisan basis to try to do something
about Social Security. Members cannot
deny the underlying demographic chal-
lenges in this program.

Right now the Government Account-
ability Office, the Social Security
trustees, and any agency that has
looked at the problem says that the
unfunded liability of Social Security is
now $10.4 trillion. Nobody in America
knows how much money that is, but to
try to bring it down to a level we un-
derstand, that means every man,
woman and child in America, to try to
solve the long-term fiscal instability of
this program, would have to write a
$30,000 check out today to try to solve
that problem. Surely that is not going
to happen.

For those who continue to deny the
problem, as so many of our colleagues
on the other side of the aisle do, right
now it is written in the current law
that if we do not act, if we do nothing,
if we ignore this problem, in 2042, there
will be an automatic benefit cut of al-
most one-third.

Madam Speaker, I may not be here in
2042, but I hope and I pray that my
children will be, and for generational
fairness we need to do something.

What the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. SHADEGG) has laid out is a simple
plan and a very simple first step. I am
surprised it is even debatable in this
body. But for years and years and years
the Social Security surplus has been
taken by Congresses, and I will admit
both Republicans and Democrats. They
have taken the surplus and spent it on
other areas of government. They have
spent it on Medicare wheelchairs that
cost five times as much as what they
did at the VA. They spent it on $2 mil-
lion studies of the sexual habits of
older men, and that is a study I do not
even care to know what the results
said. The list goes on and on and on.

That money needs to be dedicated to
Social Security and nothing else.
Those on the other side of the aisle
said wait a second, this is very risky to
create personal accounts for the Social
Security surplus.

Madam Speaker, what is really risky
is for Americans to leave their retire-
ment security in the hands of Wash-
ington politicians and bureaucrats. The
Social Security trust fund has been
raided over 49 different times. Congress
has just stepped in and spent that
money on something else.

There have been over 20 tax increases
in the Social Security system. Every
time you are getting the same benefits
but your taxes go up, your rate of re-
turn goes down. We are losing that se-
curity out of Social Security. There
have been multiple benefit cuts. For
example, the taxation of Social Secu-
rity benefits that took place in the
early 1980s. Also, very importantly,
that the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
SHADEGG) pointed out, right now we
have no ownership rights in our Social
Security. None whatsoever. There have
been several Supreme Court cases to
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tell us that we do not own our Social
Security.

So this is a very simple plan. We
know we do have some remaining years
of surplus: 10, 11, 12 years of surplus re-
maining. Let us take that. Let us dedi-
cate that to Social Security and let us
get it out of Washington and put it into
an account with your name on it that
you own and that can be inherited and
passed on, something that Washington
cannot waste. What a simple propo-
sition, and I am just saddened this is
even debatable at this time.

I hope anyone who is listening to this
debate will let their voice be heard. We
need to enact our grow accounts. We
need to keep the security in Social Se-
curity for future generations.

Mr. SHADEGG. Madam Speaker, I
would like to engage in a brief discus-
sion to make this a little more
followable or reasonable for our lis-
teners to understand.

Like me, I assume the gentleman has
done town halls at home on this topic.

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker,
I have done at least 30.

Mr. SHADEGG. And what reaction
did you get back home when people
began to learn from at least 1993 for-
ward to today, we have had an ongoing
surplus of Social Security revenues
over the benefits we pay out to those
currently retired?

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker,
I think it is one of the most violent re-
actions I have ever seen at a town hall
meeting, particularly when seniors re-
alize they have worked and paid into
this system, and for decades, Congress
has taken that money and spent it on
big government. They wanted it
stopped today.

Mr. SHADEGG. Madam Speaker, I
am guessing the gentleman’s experi-
ence is like mine, Americans have a
simple image in their mind that if
these are payroll taxes taken to fund
Social Security, we ought to be using
them to fund Social Security.

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker,
it is a very simple idea and they have
been told for years that money is in
the trust fund. In a technical legalistic
sense maybe it is in the trust fund, but
in any practical sense it is not. That
money has been taken away and an
IOU left in its place. That is like a per-
son writing an IOU to themself. The
only way that IOU can be redeemed is
by raising taxes on the American peo-
ple.

People who are entering the job force
today, if we do not do something to try
to make up that IOU, their payroll
taxes are going to have to be increased
43 percent and what is that going to do
to younger families and job creation in
America.

Mr. SHADEGG. Madam Speaker, the
gentleman mentioned that we are
quickly approaching the point where
Social Security no longer has the word
“security’” in it. I have a female con-
stituent in Arizona, born in Hungary,
moved to the United States, lived here
all her life, paid into Social Security.
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She comes to my town halls, and she
used to come to my coffee cup meet-
ings on Saturday mornings. Years ago
she stood up and made it very clear
that, based on a point the gentleman
made a few moments ago, it is not ac-
curately described as Social Security,
it is more accurately described as so-
cial insecurity. Because as the gen-
tleman pointed out, the United States
Supreme Court has ruled in a series of
decisions that if the Congress were to
decide tomorrow to not fund Social Se-
curity, to not pay the benefits but to
use that money for some other purpose,
it could do so. If a taxpayer were to sue
and say no, wait a minute, that is my
money that I paid into the Social Secu-
rity system so it would be used for my
retirement, that taxpayer would sim-
ply lose that lawsuit.

So her description of it is because it
is in the hands of the politicians and
they can take it away at any time, she
describes it as social insecurity.

It is important for our listeners to
understand these GROW accounts
would change that and change that for-
ever. We would be taking the surplus
and putting it aside in the name of the
taxpayer, and from that instant for-
ward it would be their money and they
could keep it. That is a dramatic
change in the system.

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker,
it could not be more simple and I can-
not believe that at least in my district
in Texas that 99 percent of my con-
stituents would not want to embrace
that idea. Such a simple idea that
number one, Social Security ought to
be used for Social Security, pure and
simple.

Second of all, you know own it.
Washington cannot take it away. So-
cial Security is used for Social Secu-
rity, and you own it and Washington
cannot take it away. That is what the
GROW account is all about. There is
nothing more to it. It is that simple,
yvet it is that important.

Again, I think we need to emphasize
for those soon-to-be retired, we will be
running surpluses. These people will be
okay, but it is future generations. That
is the challenge that we face now. Too
many people in this town care about
the next election and not the next gen-
eration. We could ignore this problem
if we wanted to for 5, 10, 12 years, but
how do you look yourself in the mirror
and know that you have set the Nation
on a course to cut your children and
grandchildren’s Social Security by a
full third or to raise their taxes by 43
percent.

That is why it is so important that
we start the GROW accounts, dedicate
Social Security to Social Security, and
let taxpayers own it, not Washington.

Mr. SHADEGG. Madam Speaker, we
have been joined by the gentlewoman
from North Carolina (Ms. FoxX) and I
am thrilled to have her join in the dis-
cussion about what we do about Social
Security, reforming Social Security,
and about the new idea of the GROW
accounts, of taking just the surplus
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that Congress has been stealing and
spending on general government, take
that Social Security surplus and dedi-
cate it to accounts in the names of in-
dividuals so it is their money and so
every dime of Social Security taxes
goes to Social Security.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time, and all those who have developed
the legislation to save Social Security
which we call GROW.

I am going to repeat some of the
things that both Members have said be-
cause I think it is important to repeat
them. There are many times when we
have to say the same things over and
over in order to get the message across.

We have heard a lot about Social Se-
curity reform. I just came here this
year. This is my first term. I was told
it was going to be an exciting term,
and a lot of things would be done, and
I cannot think about something more
exciting than save Social Security.

There are a lot of strong opinions
about doing this, but we get some of
our best ideas not from Washington but
from places like the Fifth District of
North Carolina that I represent. That
is why I commute to Washington to
vote but return home every chance I
get.

Recently, as I often do, I stopped by
a restaurant in my district to have
breakfast. While I was there, I engaged
the people there in a discussion about
Social Security reform. I shared with
them some of the same things you have
been talking about, and many people
do not understand the fundamental
facts about Social Security.

We have got to make sure that our
current retirees and those near retire-
ment have the peace of mind of know-
ing they are going to get their full So-
cial Security benefits for their entire
retirement. The government has prom-
ised them that, and that is an obliga-
tion we have. But we also have to make
sure that the benefits are there for our
children and grandchildren. The folks
in Bojangles that I talked with under-
stand this and certainly agree with us,
but we know right now that Social Se-
curity is financially broken.

I think that the President has done a
good job of explaining that to the peo-
ple, but again over and over we have to
say it. As the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HENSARLING) said, back in 1950, we
had 16 workers working for every per-
son drawing from Social Security, for
every beneficiary. Today there are just
over 3 workers paying for each person
receiving benefits. Within two decades
only 2 people will be supporting each
retiree.

I love his phrase about the law of de-
mographics. He is absolutely right. We
can repeal a lot of laws here and pass a
lot of laws, but we simply cannot re-
peal the law of demographics, and we
are facing that in this country. We
have to deal with it. We have to under-
stand that is a reality that has to be
dealt with.

The life expectancy is much longer
today than it was when Social Security
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was created. As he said back in 1929,
people were only expected to live 57
years. In 1937 when Social Security was
adopted, people were expected to live
to only 60. Well, Social Security was
set up to be drawn out at age 65. The
people who set up Social Security
never expected many people to draw
from Social Security. But today, most
people live to be 80, and it is not too
much in the distant future that most
of us are going to be living to 100.

The fact of the matter is that Social
Security will begin running out of
money in just 13 years and be com-
pletely broke in a matter of decades.
For the millions of Americans who de-
pend on Social Security, it is simply
unacceptable. If we do not reform So-
cial Security, taxes will have to be
doubled or tripled in order for the sys-
tem to keep its promises to future re-
tirees.

In less than 40 years if we do not
make changes, the government will
have to take at least 30 to 40 percent of
every worker’s wages to pay for Social
Security benefits. Compare that to 1940
when workers paid only 1 percent of
their salary into the system, and that
was basically the promise that was
made when Social Security was adopt-
ed.

President Bush has called on Con-
gress to help fix the Social Security
system, and I agree with him that we
have to take action. I think that the
GROW accounts are a great step in the
right direction. We have to protect So-
cial Security benefits for our current
retirees and near retirees while giving
younger workers more ownership and
control over their Social Security
taxes.

I like the idea of giving workers con-
trol and putting their money into their
personal accounts. This gives them
control over their money and the gov-
ernment less opportunity to misuse it.
I am confident that once people focus
on the facts and study this issue, they
will realize that Social Security reform
is essential.

Many people have been misled about
the need for reform. However, once
they have the facts, and I am con-
vinced of this, they agree that some-
thing has to be done to protect the re-
tirements of our future generations.
We have a responsibility to save Social
Security so our children and grand-
children can receive the benefits that
we have enjoyed.
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Several different programs have been
recommended to deal with the Social
Security problem, but I am convinced
that the plan that has come together
to be called the GROW accounts is the
best plan that we have right now to
move us in the right direction. As
other people have said, we have an obli-
gation not only to the people who are
currently drawing Social Security but
those who are coming after us to make
sure that their money is where they
can draw it out and look to their re-
tirement.
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One of the things I ask people about
all the time, too, is can anybody live
on the average benefit that Social Se-
curity gives them. It is my under-
standing it is $921. That is the average
benefit. So far in all the town hall
meetings that I have had and all the
discussions I have had, nobody that I
know of says they can live off $921 a
month.

I think that this discussion we have
had on Social Security is performing a
couple of good services for us. One, it is
focusing on the problems with Social
Security; but it is also raising the
awareness of the American public that
you cannot just depend on Social Secu-
rity for your retirement. You have got
to be looking to other ways to have the
kinds of funds that you need to live
comfortably in your retirement, and I
think that that is the other benefit
that this discussion on Social Security
has brought about.

I again want to commend the gen-
tleman and his colleagues for what
they have done in bringing to us the
GROW accounts, and I want to tell you
that you have my support on this. This
may not be where we end up on sal-
vaging Social Security, but it is cer-
tainly a step in the right direction. As
they say, a journey of a thousand miles
begins with one step. We are taking the
first steps. I want to thank you for
doing that and pledge my support to
you in educating the American public
about this and hope that even more
good ideas will come as a result of the
discussions.

Mr. SHADEGG. If the gentlewoman
will remain for a moment, I would like
to just ask her, I presume you have
done Social Security town halls back
home.

Ms. FOXX. We have.

Mr. SHADEGG. If they went like
mine, you got a lot of feedback and a
lot of confusion about how the Social
Security system works.

Ms. FOXX. We did.

Mr. SHADEGG. I suppose, like a lot
of us, people are confused about, well,
what is the right overall solution and
they are not quite sure exactly which
reform measure is the right one to do.
Is that right?

Ms. FOXX. That is right. But they do
know, as you have pointed out before,
that they and others have paid money
into the government and they were ex-
pecting to get that money back with
some reasonable rate of return, some
interest paid back on it. That is the
deal we made with them.

Mr. SHADEGG. And when they dis-
cover, as our colleague from Texas (Mr.
HENSARLING) explained, that we are ac-
tually taking that short-term surplus
that we have, the excess of revenues we
are getting in this year over the bene-
fits we are paying out this year and we
are spending it on other things, as he
pointed out, we are spending it on phe-
nomenally expensive wheelchairs or we
are spending it on Forest Service pick-
up trucks or we are spending it on wel-
fare benefits or we are spending it on
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whatever other program is out there
and not spending their Social Security
taxes to set aside for Social Security,
not on Social Security benefits and not
on paying future benefits, what kind of
reaction did you get from your con-
stituents?

Ms. FOXX. They are very upset by
that. And the question is, why have
you been spending the money? I am in
the fortunate position, I have not been
in Congress before, so I can say, I did
not do that, although the gentleman
from Texas is absolutely correct, it has
been done by both Democrats and Re-
publicans, so we have to fix this situa-
tion.

Mr. SHADEGG. I think it is a fair
question for us to ask as Members of
Congress today, and I think the gen-
tleman from Texas was very fair on
that point, both Republican Congresses
and Democrat Congresses have used
the Social Security surplus for non-So-
cial Security purposes. I guess the
question, though, that I want to ask
you and a question that I have thought
about is, could I go home to my con-
stituents and justify to them that it is
appropriate for me to take their Social
Security taxes and spend them on some
other purpose? I think the answer for
me is no. Have you given that question
some thought?

Ms. FOXX. I have. I agree with them.
And when my constituents say that to
me, again through this education proc-
ess, they have learned the problems
that have been created by Social Secu-
rity and, again, they have understood
these laws of demographics that we
have explained. They want us to stop
this. It is a pretty simple thing. Most
of the people in my district are just
down-to-earth folks with a lot of com-
mon sense. There is some sort of rule,
what is that law, when you are in a
hole, the first law is to stop digging.
They just say to me, just quit doing it.

Mr. SHADEGG. Just quit digging.
Quit stealing that Social Security sur-
plus and spending it on other things.

Ms. FOXX. That is right. So the pro-
posal you have made I think is again a
step in the right direction. Down the
road we may find that we have to do
other things, but the most important
thing is to get people to get control of
their retirement. As I said, I think that
this issue has brought up the point
that they cannot just depend on the
Federal Government to 1look after
them. I think we have performed a
cruel hoax actually on the people of
this country by letting them think
that their Social Security was going to
take care of them in the manner to
which they have become accustomed.
It is only one part of it, but it should
be a secure part of their retirement. As
the gentleman from Texas has said, the
security part has gone away.

Mr. SHADEGG. I want to thank the
gentlewoman for her contribution to
this discussion and invite her to stay
and discuss it further.

I do want to build on a couple of
points she made. First of all, I want to
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make it clear that this is not my idea.
I am one of the people advancing it.
Here in the House, it will be introduced
by the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
SHAW). I think his name will be the
second on the bill. The first name on
the bill will be that of the gentleman
from Louisiana (Mr. MCCRERY), who is
the chairman of the subcommittee on
Ways and Means that deals with Social
Security, so it will be the gentleman
from Louisiana (Mr. MCCRERY) and
then the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
SHAW) and then the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) along with the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHN-
SON). Those will be the original cospon-
sors along with myself here on the
House side.

But I think there are literally doz-
ens, maybe even hundreds, I would
hope, of Members here on the House
side who will be cosponsors of the bill
when it is introduced. I have to give
credit where credit is due. The original
idea, as I mentioned earlier, was
brought to the Congress by my former
colleague here in the House, now a
member of the United States Senate,
JIM DEMINT, and there are at least 11
Senators who have already signed on as
a coalition to try to build support for
this idea on the Senate side as well. I
think it is important that we build mo-
mentum for that.

When we have these discussions, it is
useful for the listening audience to
know that they can go other places to
learn more. The policy committee
which I chair has a Web site with sub-
stantial information about this idea of
taking the Social Security surplus and
dedicating it to individual accounts for
individual taxpayers and making it
their money forever; but I am certain
that at your personal Web site and at
my personal Web site, they can gather
other information and learn about it.

The thing that occurred to me in
that question about how do you oppose
this, and our colleague from Texas (Mr.
HENSARLING) said, Gosh, I don’t even
understand why this is even debatable,
I would hope that Members listening to
this debate, but, hopefully, Americans
listening to our discussion tonight,
might say to themselves, I would like
to learn a little bit more about GROW
accounts, I would like to at least ask
my Member of Congress whether she or
he thinks it is appropriate to take my
payroll taxes that I pay in for Social
Security and spend those on something
other than Social Security, whether it
is wheelchairs or jet airplanes; and if
they say, no, it is not really appro-
priate to take the payroll taxes that I
pay in for Social Security, FICA, that
I get on my little pay stub and use
those for something else, to ask their
Member of Congress whether she or he
will vote to dedicate the Social Secu-
rity surplus, we have 10 more years of
surplus that we know of without any
reform at all, we have 10 more years of
surplus, do you favor allowing the Con-
gress to continue to steal that money
and spend it on other things, agricul-
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tural programs, you name it, or will
your Member of Congress agree to vote
to dedicate the payroll taxes that we
raise for Social Security solely to So-
cial Security?

I certainly hope that Americans
across the country when they see their
Member of Congress this coming week-
end or sometime over the August
break, I hope they will confront them
and ask them that question because I
think it is the question we have to an-
swer. Maybe we cannot solve the whole
Social Security problem in a single
blow. Maybe we cannot do it all at
once; but the one thing we can do, and
I like the way you say it, we can stop
digging the hole deeper by taking the
Social Security surplus and spending it
on something other than Social Secu-
rity.

Ms. FOXX. I think that is a very,
very fair question. I think you are ab-
solutely right. The challenge is to get
a majority of the Members of Congress,
in the House and the Senate, to com-
mit to doing this. It is the only fair
thing to do. Again, it is such a com-
monsense issue. The people of this
country understand that is their
money, they have worked hard for it,
they and their employer are putting
that money aside and they expect to be
able to get that money back, again
with some reasonable amount of inter-
est when it comes time for them to re-
tire.

People can find more information on
the Internet these days than I ever
even wanted to know, but they can get
in touch with their Member of Con-
gress, they can find out where he or she
stands on the GROW accounts and
where he or she stands on the issue of
saving Social Security. I would encour-
age them to do so.

Mr. SHADEGG. I actually am going
to spend a little time now trying, hope-
fully, to bring anybody who maybe
joined this discussion late up to speed
on this particular idea, and I want to
do it first graphically.

In this discussion tonight, we have
talked about what is happening with
Social Security and the whole notion
of Social Security reform; but we have
tried to focus on a simple idea that has
come forward recently to deal with the
several problems that are confronting
the Social Security program.

The biggest problem, of course, is
that demographics make it
unsustainable over time. We have too
few people working and paying in bene-
fits for the number of retirees. We have
already heard about that tonight. In
the long run, we are going to run out of
money; but in the short run, we have a
surplus and there is an idea that I
think will protect America’s taxpayers
and strengthen our Social Security
system that has just surfaced here in
Washington within the last 3 or 4
weeks that I think is a brilliantly sim-
ple idea, and I want to try to explain
it.

It is embodied in a bill called the
GROW Act; Growing Real Ownership
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for Workers Account is the name of the
act. It is being introduced here on the
House side by several Members of the
Ways and Means Committee, led by the
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
MCCRERY) and on the Senate side by
Senator JIM DEMINT and 11 of his col-
leagues.

I just want to explain very simply
the concept of the bill. First of all, I
have got a blank piece of paper here. I
want to just graphically show what is
going on with Social Security. The
first thing I want to do is put a line on
the chart which shows the benefits
that we are currently paying out.
Those benefits are fairly level. That
line just runs across the chart from left
to right. You can see benefits just
move across that line. That is the
amount of money we have to pay out
each year to retired Americans.

I want to start with today, and I
want to show revenues. To show reve-
nues, I want to show kind of the graph-
ic notion of this temporary surplus.
Right now, we are bringing in more
money than we are spending in bene-
fits. So the surplus stands out here.
But that surplus begins to go down just
like that. All of this is money that we
are collecting in excess of what we are
spending in benefits. So this is the ben-
efit line, I will label it ‘‘benefit,” and
this is the revenue line. You can see be-
cause the revenue line is above the ben-
efit, we have more money coming in in
Social Security taxes today than we
are paying out in benefits.

What that says is that today’s retir-
ees and near retirees are secure. We are
not going to do anything to touch their
benefits. If you are 55 years of age or
older in America, you are safe. But let
us put a date on this. This is 2005. This
year is 2017. What happens is that in
2017 that surplus disappears, and we
begin to have a deficit. That will be a
line that goes down like this. We have
to deal with our ability to pay our ben-
efits during these years by using the
trust fund.

But the question is, what do we do
with this surplus? I am going to label
it “S” for the surplus. That is the
money we have that comes in in pay-
roll taxes that my constituents have
deducted from their paychecks and it
says FICA on it and that is the amount
of money that is not needed to pay ben-
efits. That is extra money.

What we have been talking about
here tonight is that extra money every
year since 1983 with only two excep-
tions has been spent by Congress on
something other than Social Security.
They may be good things. They may be
welfare benefits for those in need. They
may be forest fire fighting. It may be
spent for missiles or tanks for our war
in Iraq, but it is being spent on some-
thing other than Social Security. Fun-
damentally, the American people de-
serve to have their payroll taxes that
are collected to fund Social Security
spent on Social Security.
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What the GROW Act does, this bill
that is being proposed here on the
House side and there on the Senate side
to deal with at least a part of the So-
cial Security problem, is to say we
need to stop spending this surplus, and
I am going to label the surplus as
showing this block of money right
here, that block of money, that we
need to stop the practice of spending
that Social Security surplus on things
other than Social Security.

It is pretty simple when we look at it
graphically. Social Security money
should be spent to pay for Social Secu-
rity benefits, and if there is a surplus,
we should set it aside to pay the Social
Security benefits of those who will re-
tire in years to come.

Let me go through just a simple kind
of a Q&A session about what this bill
does because it might help people, and
then I would urge people to get on the
Web site of the Policy Committee or to
get on the Web site of the Republican
conference here in Washington and
look at what this bill does and how it
works. But before I do that, let me go
through a Q&A, just kind of a basic so
people can understand what we are
talking about.

First question: What will the GROW
Act do? Simply put, it stops the gov-
ernment from spending the Social Se-
curity surplus, a person’s payroll taxes
paid to fund Social Security when they
retire, on anything other than Social
Security. Again, in almost every year
since 1983, Congress has spent this sur-
plus of payroll taxes over payroll bene-
fits on something other than Social Se-
curity.

How would we stop doing that, how
will Congress stop spending that? The
answer is we are going to put it into in-
dividual accounts. We will take this
surplus. We will divide it by the num-
ber of Americans who are paying pay-
roll taxes, and we will put it aside in
an account with their name on it.
From that instant forward, it is their
money. It will be in an individual lock
box, and that will change the way the
program works rather dramatically.
For one thing, as the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) pointed out a
few moments ago, people’s current So-
cial Security benefits are not guaran-
teed. If the government changes its
mind, if Congress were to change its
mind and stop paying those benefits or
even reduce, people lose to that degree.
Once we start taking this money and
put it into a GROW account with their
name on it, in my case, my daughter is
young enough to enroll in this pro-
gram. It would only apply to Ameri-
cans under age 55. She can enroll and
her name would be on an account. It
would say ‘‘Courtney Shadegg,” and a
portion of the payroll taxes that she is
paying in would go into that account
in her name. If she were to pass away
today, God forbid, she would get noth-
ing and she would have nothing as an
asset in her estate to pass on. But the
moment we establish these GROW ac-
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counts, she would have the money in
that account to give to her children if
she wanted to.

People say to their themselves how
much money in this surplus would that
amount? If I am just an average worker
in America and you take, Congress-
man, that surplus and you allocate it
in my name, over the 10 years that we
have left during which there is clearly
a surplus, without any other reform,
how much money would it amount to?
Well, in typical Washington terms,
they give us the gross number, and it is
$790 billion. But what does that mean
for me, individual? On average it
means that every single working Amer-
ican paying Social Security taxes right
now would have roughly $5,000 in this
account in 2017, just 10 years from now.
If we were to start the accounts this
year, in roughly 10 years, they would
have $5,000 in an account in their name
that they could pass on.

Now, what happens to that money if
one passes away? The answer is it is
their asset. It is just like the car they
own today or the savings account they
own today or the bank account or the
money in their checking account. If
they pass away, that money goes, all of
it, 100 percent of it, to their spouse or,
if they are unmarried or divorced, it
goes to their other heirs. It can go to
their children or their grandchildren or
to their brother or sister or whoever
they want to leave it to just like any
other asset that they own.

How does it affect current retirees? It
does not affect current retirees. Cur-
rent retirees are secure because we do
not need this money to pay their bene-
fits. This is, after all, the surplus after
the benefits have been paid.

What is the budget impact of estab-
lishing these GROW accounts? I would
call it truth in budgeting. What it says
is that once we establish a GROW ac-
count and stop taking the Security So-
cial surplus and spending that money
to fund other operations of the govern-
ment, we will be able to see the real
deficit each year, and that way we will
be able to know honestly and
straightforwardly how much money we
have.

What is the upside of these accounts?
Well, there are so many upsides, it is
hard to explain. Number one, it is a
person’s asset. They can keep it. Num-
ber two, initially they get to invest it
in a treasury fund. For the first 3 years
they may buy a treasury bill, and that
is all they will be able to do is buy a
treasury bill with it. But that treasury
bill will be absolutely as secure as the
Social Security funds are today, and
indeed I will argue it will be more se-
cure because it is theirs forever and the
government cannot take it away. But 3
years from now the legislation provides
that a board, an independent board,
will be able to open up these GROW ac-
counts so that they can invest them in
other vehicles. They can invest them in
an investment vehicle or an invest-
ment opportunity that would make a
slightly better rate of return.
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They will not be able to invest them
wherever they want. They will not be
able to invest them in any risky
scheme, and they will not be able to
pick a private firm to invest them for
them. But they will be able to direct
how they are invested, whether they
leave them in a treasury or whether
they put them in one of two or three
other investment options. And I want
to talk about that in a moment.

But there are two other basic things
I want to touch upon. First, what
about the issue of solvency? Well,
GROW accounts alone will not solve
the solvency problem. But they actu-
ally do make the solvency of the cur-
rent system better. They make it bet-
ter by roughly 2 years if we enact no
other reform.

Let me see if I understand this, Con-
gressman. You are telling me that this
is a portion of the solution to the So-
cial Security problem, it will set up a
GROW account, we will stop spending
the surplus on things other than Social
Security; so every dime of Social Secu-
rity taxes collected will go into Social
Security and it also helps make the
program more solvent over time?

I ask who would oppose that?

Before I conclude, and I do not know
quite how much time I have left, but I
would like to talk about the whole no-
tion of personal accounts versus pri-
vate accounts. This is a topic that has
been discussed a lot in the press, and I
would dare say that many people in the
public do not understand the difference
between a personal account and a pri-
vate account, and yet there are dra-
matic differences. Although they right
now is that Republicans call them per-
sonal accounts or individual accounts
and Democrats call them private ac-
counts. But that is not true. There are
dramatic, substantive differences.

Under this proposal the individual
accounts that would be established
would remain in the hands of the gov-
ernment. They would go to a contract
manager, who would manage them for
everybody and who would put them
only in very, very safe investments.
The three most likely investments are:
a municipal bond index fund; the sec-
ond one is a corporate bond index fund;
and the third would be a stock index
fund.

What do those terms mean? Number
one, since this would be a decision
made by an entity that was working
for the government and it would be
made for all of the money in the ac-
count, a person as an individual would
not have to be particularly shrewd or
in any way savvy about the markets to
be able to participate because they are
not going to pick the individual stock
or the individual bond in which the
money is invested. Rather, they will be
given, like those of us in the Federal
Thrift Savings Plan, a choice of prob-
ably three different investments or
four different investments. They can
leave it in a treasury, they can put it
in a municipal bond index fund, a cor-
porate bond index fund, or a stock
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index fund. And each of those will have
slightly greater return.

So people do not need investment
knowledge and that is very important
because some critics say that one has
to be a savvy investor to be able to
make this work. That is simply not
true.

The other point is that, because the
investment decisions are made by an
entity contracting with the govern-
ment, the management fees are ex-
tremely low, and because they are
managing a huge amount of money, the
cost of investing remains extremely
low.

The last point I want to make is the
restriction and the difference between
a personal account and a private ac-
count is not just that the government
will control the funds that are picked
and the manager of those funds, but
also people will not be able to invest
them in risky investments. Unfortu-
nately, both Chile and England allowed
true private accounts where they
picked their individual stock market
in which to place the money and they
picked the broker and the fees were
high and the investments were risky.
That is not what is being talked about
here.

I urge Americans to study the issue
of GROW accounts. There is, I think, in
reality no downside to these accounts.
They enable the Congress to stop
spending Social Security on anything
other than Social Security, and they
let each American have an individual
share of the Social Security surplus
that is theirs forever and can never be
taken from them.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. BALDWIN (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of attend-
ing the memorial service for former
U.S. Senator Gaylord Nelson.

Mr. PoMBO (at the request of Mr.
DELAY) for July 11 and 12 on account of
personal business.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. SOLIS) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WATSON, for 56 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. CRENSHAW) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. OSBORNE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. FLAKE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BILIRAKIS, for 5 minutes, July 20.
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Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, for 5
minutes, today.

Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania, for
5 minutes, today.

Mr. MACK, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. NUSSLE, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, for 5 minutes,
today.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, July 14, 2005, at 10
a.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2638. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Extension of Tolerances for
Emergency Exemptions (Multiple Chemicals)
[OPP-2005-0143; FRL-7722-3] received June 28,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

2639. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Ethyl Maltol; Exemption
from the Requirement of a Tolerance [OPP-
2005-0153; FRL-7717-1] received June 28, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

2640. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—3-Hexen-1-0l, (3Z); Exemption
from the Requirement of a Tolerance [OPP-
2005-0028; FRL-7713-2] received May 27, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

2641. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Two Isopropylamine Salts of
Alkyl C4 and Alkyl C8-10 Ethoxyphosphate
esters; Exemption from the Requirement of a
Tolerance [OPP-2005-0115; FRL-7712-1] re-
ceived May 27, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

2642. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Tertraconazole; Pesticide
Tolerances for Emergency Exemptions
[OPP-2005-0078; FRL-7714-1] received May 27,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

2643. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Imidacloprid; Pesticide Tol-
erance [OPP-2005-0142; FRL-7720-1] received
July 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Agriculture.

2644. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Trifloxystrobin; Pesticide
Tolerance for Emergency Exemptions [OPP-
2005-0155; FRL-7720-2] received June 24, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

2645. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
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Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Cyprodinil; Time-Limited
Tolerance [OPP-2005-0119; FRL-T7718-3] re-
ceived June 28, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

2646. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Regional Haze Regulations
and Guidelines for Best Available Retrofit
Technology (BART) Determinations [FRL-
7925-9] (RIN: 2060-AJ31) received June 28,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2647. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Ocean Dumping; De-Designa-
tion of Ocean Dredged Material Disposal
Sites and Designation of New Sites; Correc-
tion [FRL-7930-7] received June 28, 2005, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2648. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—National Emission Standards
for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Miscellaneous
Organic Chemical Manufacturing [OAR-2003-
0121; FRL-7932-2] (RIN: 2060-AN09) received
June 28, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2649. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Deletion of Methyl Ethyl Ke-
tone; Toxic Chemical Release Reporting;
Community Right-to-Know [TRI-2005-0027;
FRL-7532-5] received June 28, 2005, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2650. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Correction to the California
State Implementation Plan, South Coast Air
Quality Management District [R09-OAR-
2005-CA-0004; FRL-7932-3] received June 28,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2651. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Spo-
kane PMI10 Nonattainment Area Limited
Maintenance Plan and Redesignation Re-
quest [Docket #: RI10-OAR-2004-WA-0003;
FRL-7927-2] received June 28, 2005, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2652. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Min-
nesota [R05-OAR-2005-MN-0002; FRL-7931-2]
received June 28, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2653. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State
of Colorado; State Implementation Plan Cor-
rection [SIP NO. CO-001-0072; FRL-7931-7] re-
ceived June 28, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2654. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
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Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Determination of Attain-
ment by the Applicable Attainment Date for
the Carbon Monoxide National Ambient Air
Quality Standard within the Las Vegas Val-
ley Nonattainament Area, Clark County, Ne-
vada; Determination Regarding Applica-
bility of Certain Clean Air Act Requirements
[NV-FDA-129; FRL-7919-7] received May 27,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2655. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Alabama: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management
Program Revision [FRL-7920-6] received May
27, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2656. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans and Designation of
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes; Ar-
izona; Redesignation of Phoenix to Attain-
ment for the 1-Hour Ozone Standard [AZ131-
0088; FRL-7901-6] received May 27, 2005, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2657. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Determination of Attain-
ment for the Ozone and Carbon Monoxide Na-
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards in
Washoe County, Nevada [NV-FOA-126; FRL—
7907-3] received May 2, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2658. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of State Implementation Plans; Michigan:
Oxides of Nitrogen [R05-OAR-2004-MI-0002;
FRL-7904-4] received May 2, 2005, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2659. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans and Operating Per-
mits Program; State of Missouri [RO7-OAR-
2005-MO-0004; FRL-7906-7] received May 2,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2660. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans and Operating Per-
mits Program; State of Iowa [R07T-OAR-2005—
IA-0002; FRL-7906-9] received May 2, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2661. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Air Quality Redesignation
for the 8-Hour Ozone National Ambient Air
Quality Standard; for some Counties in the
States of Kansas and Missouri [R0O7-OAR-
2005-MO-0002; FRL-7906-5] received May 2,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2662. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Toxics Release Inventory Re-
porting Forms Modification Rule [TRI-2004—
0001; FRL-7532-6] (RIN: 2025-AA15) received
July 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2663. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
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cy’s final rule—Nonattainment Major New
Source Review Implementation Under 8-Hour
Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Stand-
ard: Reconsideration [E-Docket ID No. OAR~
20030079, FRL-7934-9] (RIN: 2060-AJ99) re-
ceived July 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2664. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—National Emission Standards
for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Requirements
for Control Technology Determinations for
Major Sources in Accordance With Clean Air
Act Sections, Sections 112(g) and 112(j)
[OAR-2002-0038, FRL-7935-4] (RIN: 2060-AK52)
received July 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2665. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Final Enforceable Consent
Agreement and Testing Consent Order for
Two Formulated Composites of
Fluorotelomer-based Polymer Chemicals;
Export Notification [OPPT-2004-0001; FRL—
7710-4] received July 6, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2666. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Final Enforceable Consent
Agreement and Testing Consent Order for
Four Formulated Composites of
Fluoroploymer Chemicals; Export Notifica-
tion [OPPT-2003-0071; FRL-7710-5] received
July 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2667. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Delegation of National Emis-
sion Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
for Source Categories; State of Arizona;
Pima County Department of Environmental
Quality; State of Nevada; Nevada Division of
Environmental Protection [AZ-NESHAPS-
131a; FRL-7935-2] received July 6, 2005, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

2668. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plan; Idaho
[Docket #ID-03-003; FRL-7936-1] received
July 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2669. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Wash-
ington; Correcting Amendments [R10-OAR-
2005-WA-0006; FRL-7936-3] received July 6,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2670. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Vermont: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management
Program Revision [FRL-7927-1] received
June 24, 2005, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2671. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—National Emission Standards
for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Cellulose
Products Manufacturing [OAR-2003-0193;
FRL-7925-8] (RIN: 2060-AI91) received June
24, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
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2672. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Delegation of Authority to
the States of Iowa and Kansas for New
Source Performance Standards (NSPS), Na-
tional Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP); and Maximum
Achieveable Control Technology (MACT)
Standards [FRL-7927-4] received June 24,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2673. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of State Plans for Designation Facilities and
Pollutants: Bernalillo County, New Mexico;
Negative Declaration; Correction [R06-OAR-
2005-NM-0003; FRL-7928-4] received June 24,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2674. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of State Implementation Plans; Ohio; Re-
vised Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx) Regulation
and Revised NO Trading Rule [R05-OAR-
2004-OH-0003; FRL-7923-2] received June 24,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2675. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of State Implementation Plans; Washington:
Spokane Carbon Monoxide Nonattainment
Area; Designation of Areas for Air Quality
Planning Purposes [Docket ID No. R10-OAR-
2005-WA-0001; FRL-7929-7] received June 24,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2676. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania; Control VOC
Emissions From Aerospace, Mobile Equip-
ment, and Wood Furniture Surface Coating
Applications for Allegheny County [R03-
OAR-2005-PA-0014; FRL-7927-5] received
June 24, 2005, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2677. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Vir-
ginia; VOC Emission Standards in the Hamp-
ton Roads VOC Emissions Control Area [R03-
OAR~2005-VA-0008; FRL-7925-6] received
June 20, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2678. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Implementation of the 8-
Hour Ozone National Ambient Air Quality
Standard—Phase 1: Reconsideration [OAR
2003-0079, FRL-7918-6] received May 25, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2679. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Maine;
VOC Regulations [R01-OAR-2004-ME-0005; A—
1-FRL-7913-3] received May 25, 2005, pursuant
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to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2680. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Revisions to the Arizona
State Implementation Plan, Maricopa Coun-
ty [AZ-140-128; FRL-7912-3] received May 25,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2681. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Maine;
Smaller-Scale Electric Generating Resources
[R01-OAR-2005-ME-0002; A-1-FRL-7915-1] re-
ceived May 25, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2682. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Cele-
brate the Fourth/Salem Fireworks—Salem,
Massachusetts [CGDO01-05-052] (RIN: 1625—
AA00) received June 22, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2683. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; Roch-
ester Harbor Boat Parade, Rochester, NY
[CGD09-05-019] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
June 22, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2684. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; Boston
Fouth of July Fireworks—Charles River,
Boston, MA [CGD1-05-036] (RIN: 1625-AA00)
received June 22, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2685. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Aging
Airplane Safety; Correcting Amendment
[Docket No. FAA-1999-5401; Amendment Nos.
121-310 and 129-41] (RIN: 2120-AE42) received
May 18, 2005, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2686. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Ocean Disposal; Designation
of Dredged Material Disposal Sites in Cen-
tral and Western Long Island Sound, Con-
necticut. [FRL-7919-9] received May 27, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

2687. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Award of Grants and Cooper-
ative Agreements for the Special Projects
and Programs Authorized by the Agency’s
FY 2005 Appropriations Act—received June
20, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure. H.R. 624.
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A bill to amend the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act to authorize appropriations for
sewer overflow control grants (Rept. 109-166).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure. H.R. 1359.
A Dbill to amend the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act to extend the pilot program for
alternative water source projects; with an
amendment (Rept. 109-167). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. HYDE: Committee on Internal Rela-
tions. H.R. 2601. A bill to authorize appro-
priations for the Department of State for fis-
cal years 2006 and 2007, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 109-168).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mrs. BLACKBURN:

H.R. 3262. A bill to modify the civil money
penalties incurred for unlawful employment
of aliens; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WAMP (for himself, Mr. HALL,
Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. MARKEY,
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. GOR-
DON, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. EHLERS, Mr.
BOEHLERT, and Mr. GILCHREST):

H.R. 3263. A bill to reduce the growth of en-
ergy use in the United States, to limit the
impact of growing energy use on the econ-
omy, environment, and national security of
the United States through reductions in en-
ergy demand, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
addition to the Committees on Ways and
Means, and Financial Services, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska (for himself,
Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. LATOURETTE, and
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida):

H.R. 3264. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to establish a grant pro-
gram for the rehabilitation, preservation, or
improvement of railroad track; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself and
Mr. VAN HOLLEN):

H.R. 3265. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to provide an interest-free
deferment of student loan repayment for
Federal student loan borrowers during active
military service; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. ANDREWS:

H.R. 3266. A bill to condition the receipt of
Federal housing funds by a State or political
subdivision of a State, or any agency or of-
fice thereof, on the preparation of an eco-
nomic housing impact analysis regarding
any new rule proposed by the State, political
subdivision, agency, or office that has a sig-
nificant adverse economic impact on housing
construction costs or housing affordability
of $50,000,000 or more, and for other other
purposes; to the Committee on Financial
Services.

By Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts (for
himself, Mr. PASTOR, Mr. FILNER, Ms.
LEE, Mr. OWENS, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr.

MCDERMOTT, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. WOOLSEY,
Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr.

SABO, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. OLVER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
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Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. BERMAN, Mr.
CASE, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. GUTIERREZ,
Ms. CARSON, Mr. STARK, Mr. ALLEN,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEK of Florida,
Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs.
MALONEY, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. NORTON, Ms.
BERKLEY, Mr. HOLT, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
WEINER, Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. WATSON,
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. PRICE
of North Carolina, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr.
ROTHMAN, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. CLAY, Mr. INSLEE, Mr.
FARR, Mr. MARKEY, and Ms. HARMAN):

H.R. 3267. A bill to provide benefits to do-
mestic partners of Federal employees; to the
Committee on Government Reform, and in
addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. GINGREY (for himself, Mr.
AKIN, Mr. PITTS, Ms. HART, Ms. FOXX,
Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. GRAVES, and Mr.
MACK):

H.R. 3268. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come gain from the conversion of property
by reason of eminent domain; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LEACH:

HR. 3269. A bill to amend the Inter-
national Organizations Immunities Act to
provide for the applicability of that Act to
the Bank for International Settlements; to
the Committee on International Relations.

By Ms. NORTON (for herself, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. HOYER,
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of

California, Ms. DELATURO, Mr.
SPRATT, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi,
Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. DICKS, Mrs.

CHRISTENSEN, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDON-
ALD, and Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of Cali-
fornia):

H.R. 3270. A bill to improve the security of
public transportation and rail systems in the
United States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Homeland Security, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan (for him-
self, Mrs. MYRICK, and Mr. CONAWAY):

H.R. 3271. A bill to improve the enforce-
ment of international trade agreements; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan:

H.R. 3272. A bill to provide for a dem-
onstration project under which a basic hous-
ing allowance will be afforded to Federal law
enforcement officers serving in high-cost
areas, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

By Mr. SAXTON (for himself and Mr.
GERLACH):

H.R. 3273. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for
flexible fuel vehicles; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. SAXTON (for himself and Mr.
GERLACH):

H.R. 3274. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend the deduction for
qualified clean-fuel vehicle refueling prop-
erty and to amend the Clean Air Act to
make ethanol fuels more available to motor-
ists; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
and in addition to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.
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By Mrs. TAUSCHER (for herself and
Mr. UDALL of Colorado):

H.R. 3275. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to provide for an increase in the
minimum end-strength level for active duty
personnel for the United States Army, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mr. ISTOOK (for himself, Mr. TAY-
LOR of Mississippi, Mr. AKIN, Mr.
BACHUS, Mr. BARRETT of South Caro-
lina, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr.
BARTON of Texas, Mr. BASS, Mr.
BEAUPREZ, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. BISHOP
of Georgia, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, Mr. BOEHNER, Mr.
B00zZMAN, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Ms.
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr.
BURGESS, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr.
CALVERT, Mr. CAMP, Mr. CANNON, Mr.
CASE, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. CHOCOLA, Mr.
CoLE of Oklahoma, Mr. CONAWAY,
Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky,
Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr.
DENT, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of
Florida, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. DUNCAN,
Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. EHLERS, Mr.
FEENEY, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. FOLEY, Mr.
FORBES, Mr. ForRD, Ms. FoxxX, Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GARRETT of

New Jersey, Mr. GIBBONS, Mr.
GILCHREST, Mr. GINGREY, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. GOODE, Mr. GOOD-

LATTE, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. GREEN of
Wisconsin, Mr. HALL, Ms. HARRIS, Mr.
HAYWORTH, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. HERGER,
Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. INGLIS of South
Carolina, Mr. ISSA, Mr. JENKINS, Mr.
JINDAL, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas,
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, Mr.
KENNEDY of Minnesota, Mr. KING of
Iowa, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. KIRK, Mr.
KUHL of New York, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr.
LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. LINDER, Mr.
LUcCASs, Mr. MACK, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr.
MARCHANT, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr.
MATHESON, Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mr.
MCcCOTTER, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. MCIN-
TYRE, Mr. MCKEON, Miss MCMORRIS,
Mr. MicA, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GARY G.
MILLER of California, Mr. MILLER of
Florida, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. NOR-
WwooD, Mr. OTTER, Mr. PENCE, Mr.
PETRI, Mr. P1TTS, Mr. PLATTS, Mr.
PRICE of Georgia, Mr. RADANOVICH,
Mr. REICHERT, Mr. R0OSS, Mr. ROYCE,
Mr. RYUN of Kansas, Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHADEGG,
Mr. SHAYS, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SHU-
STER, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr.
STEARNS, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. TAYLOR
of North Carolina, Mr. TERRY, Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. WAMP, Mr.
WELDON of Florida, Mr. WELLER, Mr.
WESTMORELAND, and Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina):
H.J. Res. 58. A joint resolution proposing a
balanced budget amendment the Constitu-
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tion of the United States; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr.
SENSENBRENNER, Ms. PELOSI, Mr.
NADLER, Mr. MEEHAN, Ms. BALDWIN,
Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
HALL, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. MCDERMOTT,
Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. SANDERS,
Mr. COOPER, Mr. FARR, Ms. EDDIE
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. GENE
GREEN of Texas, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. JACK-
SON of Illinois, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms.
CARSON, Mr. DAvVIS of Illinois, Ms.
LEE, Mr. SHIMKUS, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
CROWLEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs.
JONES of Ohio, Mr. HoLT, Mr. SMITH
of Washington, Mr. HONDA, Ms. WAT-
SON, Ms. McCoLLuM of Minnesota,
Ms. SoLIs, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. SCOTT
of Georgia, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin,
Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania,
Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. HERSETH, and Ms.
MATSUI):

H. Con. Res. 208. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the 50th anniversary of Rosa Louise
Parks’ refusal to give up her seat on the bus
and the subsequent desegregation of Amer-
ican society; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. BUYER (for himself and Mr.
EVANS):

H. Res. 361. A resolution recognizing the
75th anniversary of the establishment of the
Veterans Administration on July 21, 1930; to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 11: Mr. MOORE of Kansas.

H.R. 13: Mr. SIMPSON.

H.R. 23: Ms. SCHWARTZ of Pennsylvania,
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. BONNER,
Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. JONES of North Caro-
lina, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. SHERMAN,
and Mr. AL GREEN of Texas.

H.R. 223: Mr. TERRY.

H.R. 314: Mr. SIMPSON.

H.R. 408: Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 475: Ms. SCHWARTZ of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 550: Mr. LEVIN and Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

H.R. 551: Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD and
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 586: Mr. PAUL.

H.R. 595: Mr. FATTAH.

H.R. 633: Mr. BOUCHER.

H.R. 818: Mrs. MALONEY.

H.R. 896: Mr. SCHIFF.

H.R. 917 Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr.
ABACHER.

H.R. 1039: Mrs. EMERSON and Mr. HERGER.

H.R. 1081: Mr. VISCLOSKY.

H.R. 1188: Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr.
GRIJALVA.

H.R. 1202: Mr. KIND and Mr. CONYERS.
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H.R. 1214: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD and Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 1245: Mr. CROWLEY.

H.R. 1246: Mr. JENKINS, Mr. FORD, and Mr.
SKELTON.

H.R. 1287: Mrs. BIGGERT.

H.R. 1288: Mr. SHERWOOD, Mr. ROGERS of
Michigan, and Mrs. CAPITO.

H.R. 1298: Mr. BOREN.

H.R. 1366: Mr. MARSHALL.

H.R. 1480: Mr. TIERNEY.

H.R. 1502: Mr. WEINER, Mr. GUTIERREZ, and
Mr. STARK.

H.R. 15564: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 1600: Mr. DOYLE.

H.R. 1667: Mr. ABERCROMBIE and Mr. CON-
YERS.

H.R. 2103: Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms.
and Mr. McCAUL of Texas.

H.R. 2121: Ms. HART and Mrs. MCCARTHY.

H.R. 2207: Mr. WEXLER, Mr. FILNER, and Mr.
PAYNE.

H.R. 2338: Mr. REHBERG.

H.R. 2355: Mr. SIMMONS.

H.R. 2365: Mr. OWENS, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. KIL-
DEE, and Mr. MCCOTTER.

H.R. 2429: Mr. CLEAVER.

H.R. 2533: Mr. LAHOOD.

H.R. 2658: Mr. NEY.

H.R. 2716: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr.
SANDERS, Mr. OWENS, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, and Mr. CHANDLER.

H.R. 2747: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN and Mr.
GRIJALVA.

H.R. 2794: Mr. WYNN.

H.R. 2865: Mr. OWENS.

H.R. 2868: Mr. RADANOVICH.

H.R. 2942: Mr. BOSWELL.

H.R. 2952: Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Mr.
FARR, Mr. HUNTER, Mrs. TAUSCHER, and Mr.
CULBERSON.

H.R. 2989: Mrs. CUBIN and Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 3009: Mr. OWENS, Mr. KILDEE, and Mr.
MCcCOTTER.

H.R. 3087: Mr. SESSIONS.

H.R. 3137: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr.
PLATTS, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Ms.
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, and Mr.
BRADLEY of New Hampshire.

H.R. 3147: Mr. CASE.

H.R. 3200: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico.

H.J. Res. 55: Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. MARKEY, and
Mr. GRIJALVA.

H. Con. Res. 138: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia and
Mr. CONYERS.

H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. KLINE.

H. Con. Res. 174: Mr. STRICKLAND.

H. Con. Res. 178: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr.
MARKEY, and Ms. KAPTUR.

H. Res. 220: Mr. NUSSLE, Mr. POMEROY, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. JINDAL, Mr. ISTOOK, Mr. ROTH-
MAN, Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina, Mr.
BROWN of South Carolina, and Mr. JEFFER-
SON.

H. Res. 276: Mr. DAVIS of Florida, Mr. WAX-
MAN, and Mr. DENT.

H. Res. 313: Mr.
ABACHER.

H. Res. 360: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and
Mr. CASE.

MCKINNEY,

EvANS and Mr. ROHR-
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